TO THE 
ANIMADVERSIONS 


Dr. Clarke s Scoiptare=Detrine 
OF THE | 


TRINITY. 


WHEREIN 
| obably ra from Scripture and 
bis pe and the of ſome of. the F 
thers, That there is no Sibordination in the 
Holy Trinity, and that the Son of God is Self 


Exiflent as well as the Father, 


| __ offer d to the Conſideration 


Learned and Judicious, 


WITH , "ad 


Defence of the Litzrgy of our Church 


againſt Dr. Clarke's Groſs Milinrerprecel- 
ons ne of foal Paſſages in it. | 
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F. (life, and D. Fackſon, ar che al 
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and Dr. Clarke, 
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waited to ſee what 
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ud make 


5 PREFACE 


ſonable tion 822 ER iy 
ture Doctrine of t 

ud this the Caſe 1 

of þ | _ fol war 


he esd to tell el K wel en Ih | 
. ainſt him, was — 9 againſt bim, but 


all the Ancients g and bedmagineathar by 

h blaſted all hat I have faid in my Olen 
he and on his late Wri wherein 
condemns the Doctrine of the Trini l 5 


more 
Saviour 


of the. Divinity. af our Lord 2 jol 
iſt, But is it not very Comical ar at 
to hear him blammg me for rejecting i 

hal 


Avicients, when his own whole Performatice runs ti 
againſt them > He hath no Reſpect and Regard i \ 
e Fathers,” no not the whole Aſſembly af them 'or 
the Council of Mee,- conven'd there from almoſt I 
the Parts of the World: He vilifies them as a pack n 
Conventicle, and them with that of Lem. ly: 
ings away Clement of Alexandria, and Tertullian, 

ST © g. t were Ante-Niveue Writers. | He diſdain: 
Terailian tram ples upon all the other Learned and Pious FI 
cont. Prax- thers of the Church, whenever he thinks they 
_ — perde or elſe he wilfully perverts and diſk 
2. the meaning of their Writings, to fetch them over t 
e. 6. Hilar. his ſide, and tomake them Patrons. of Arianiſm. 
Tots. Goel ts eee 
eftimony w prove ivinity o 
bot de 6 from Row. 9. 5. Who is over all, God bleſſed for e 
Cyril The. Sen. When f they interpret the Buing in abs A 


\ 
_ _ God, Phil. 2. 6. to be with baving t a; 
dis des Narure- and Efſenco of God: When | they alledgyf th 
Trin. I. 2. c. r3. . Athamfins, Chryſotom, Theodoret, Fay ht 
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Hieron. — Gregory Ny#n, Ao e Chryſoftom 148,” 
thanal. Diſp- pol e r Thefaur, I. 12. c. ae 0 — 21 
65. Eſal. Hilar, rin. aſtine, I. 1. de T r — Baſil 
Greet, Gregory — 1 Fob 


d the Fachess, but y ſhght and vili 

d yet it is well known that the Roweni/fs them- 

Hlres value not the Sentiments and Deciſions 

bers, but make mere Dirt of them ben bey pleaſe, 

nr new Arian is a true Romani on gi Account, (Bad 
herefore his Cenſure in this Matter is not to be re- 

uded. No Man can pay a greater Reſpect and Deſe- 

nce to the and Pious Fathers- of the 

ver Wriſtian Church, than I do, and I have ontfit Occalh = -; « 

x. His acquainted the Publick with my Perſwaſion on 

pla Head: But at the ſame Time, I have been free in 
ning notice of ſome anne 


le in their Writings. They were general 
and of Senſe; but vera of did 
ves to ſpeak exactly, and ſame 


bbeir Miſtakes and Erroneous Apprehenſions we 


P. 15. 


vP. 76. 


vith ſuch Charger as we can havilly eftcem Fuſt: Tl 


ments which wecan't think Concluſroe. They 


. Foe , n ee 
Aer 0 A thit ebahe oh 
cient Rathers believ'd  : is as much as to fay Fs 


were 2 credulous ſort of People, and cafily in. 


them. He proceeds, the Ancient Fathers bad aff* 
byaſs, faith be, and tho” it is true he mentions ſuch al 
he any oo Cn wo | yet, beſides 
taxes them having aſſes peculiar te 

for uh be Wy 5 e of Weak 
„ Jann. e opfey vers s | 
neſs in tbem: wh — x wag They 


d their due Meaſure 
ghtefi Matters in theft”) 
great Streſs on A 

| are 


avate ſome Things perhaps 
#1 on 


Heat of their Diſputes, and 


times too „ and tate thoſe things for fubſlants 
Proofs, which were little or 2 fore It 
Again, The Pepiſfa, ſaith he, Tell us of Fathers an 
Conncils, which Names do make agreat noiſe in the Ear 
of ignorant People. Thus he, and it is thou 
that he is no proſeſs d Deſpiſer of the Auciontt, but 
rather hath a good Reſpect for them; tho we 
that upon ſome accounts he doth not ſpare them, | 
even queſtions their Authority and it. Th 
have got of late a new brisk Advocate and Panegy Fj 
rift, but yet he expreſsly acknowledges the Errors 


_ the Ancients, and owns that they wore ſubjof? to HE wu 
flaker, Mr. Reeve in his concerning tl — 
right Uſeof the Fathers, f. 51. Shall I mention Nr, 
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oh have learn d, faith St. 
Riff to the Canonical Writers this 
"« ſee dur; namely, to aſſert that none of them 
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pious and Learned, Ide not think them to A 
* writ Truth, betauſe this er that was their Op; 
. 200 p 
that 
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* on and Sentiment, but berauſe } 
« convince me by other Aut hort, are 
1 nomical, Cn is, thoſe wo Pen'd the Bible 
„well as probable Reaſons, that they ſpe 
* * that whi Arp Ore e 
vis ne- ther ſpeaks thus in another place 

ſcieSan- not that the Holy Cauonicat of the Ol 

Land New Teſtament is to be preferr d to all d 
nonicam “ Writ! ; of theBiſhops and Fathers | | 

that there andD 

about it ; whereas Writings of theBi 
menti om- © and Fathers which were, or are now 
2 « the Qrayn:of — Þ eonſumd, 

n et be, reprehended by Men of greater I. 
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EE we find there ble to the Teftimor 


and Authority of the Divi ine Writers, but (by ti 
2 « Author's leave) we reject what we find is not 
Feet. i greeable. What tus Learned Father ſaith of Ot 
bus libere prian's Writings, We may ay of the N % 
_ the other Fathers. 


tionks Ix Concitis d plenariin & hee quoq; . 


* 4 
Lal non ur Cavonices habernus, ſed ens er Canonicis ct 


* * divinorum-Scriptorum auroritati congrult, — 
pn, lots 3 quod e noo ge cum pace ejus, reſpuimus. © 
. 6. 32. 


the Niceve Council, nor that of 
Tone For the Cat bolicis, 9 — tho oh me: 
* rians) Tam not to be determin d the Authority {lqjc, in: 
* of the former, nor you by that of the latter, but proferre 
© Jet the Concert be between Thing and Thing, = 
* Canſe and Cauſe, Redfon and Reaſon, 'by Aubert . 03 
des From: Scripeure, which are not proper t 6 ie 
E y, but are Teſtimonies in common to be u- neg; wm 
ſed — s both. Iwill eonc lude my Quotationst with lius de- 
Apel chat of a Celebrated Dr. of Law, 2 —.— 
ben r 
: to heide 4 or ritatibus, 
A eee, and a whole Cuunoil, aon quo» 
{iy dome ae to rr And if rumeungy 


cauſa cum 


ere then is the Releforour Conde, ——_— ig 


at n Scriptureefirſt, and then the Fa- cum dt 
| ent — theſe Pious 'Wri- . ge. 
trs is to be valued to the Ha by and Inſpired ns. 
criptures. But de Lees of b latter far /. 3. e. 14, 
ipaſs the Authorities of the former. It is ſit that the 2225 
ritings and Diſcourſes of the Ancients ſhould be T“ 
Regnlated and Corrected by. the truly. Primitive Po- gel | 
mes of the Apoſtles; and by this Standard wemay — 
dae ;eof the Genninencſs, or Spurioufacls of ſome of u 
the farmer, This is what I aim d at in my late Re- ® — 
E#ions on Mr. Vbiſton's Primitive Chriftianity, (as he 0 Serie 
. Malls it) tho he is '{o unreaſonable and unjuſt, as to curis 
Inpute unto me the rejecting of the ancient Monu- gant. K. 
rents of the Fathers and Corneils, But I queſtion 2 T. 
chat „— in rom what I have, po 
ſaid Pad 
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The PREFA TE. 
ine Gaede gue have ponder excepting Ser- 
. an cy T. Gülle — 2 
a Martyr, 
our Arian is onealread He is ſo far from Relenting, 
that he hath lately lüb d another Volume, with a2 
Preface and Appendices, wherein he lets the World 
know that he is the ſame that he was. And to add a- 
cv ther Book to ot eps he hath Re- printed the Ro- 
agnitions of Clemen mou are call'd) which are 
9 Rufus Tranſlated them to 
4 — Maim d; and tis ond 
by Mr. en tas that there are Interpolation in them, 

20 ſevera —— in Chronology, They were 
cndemn'd as Apocryphal by * Ewſebius and + Ferom, * Hitt 
2 —.— at Rowe poder Gel 5 ins, 10. 85 

are moral Precepts in * tt tal 
he might as well have preſented us with ſome part of of Seripe 2 
Seneca, or Plutarch, or Antoninus, or even Co cer Cap. Is 
Instead of my Lord Trier. However, theſe do not 
make amends for the n and. Paganiſm Which 
this Book is ſtuff d with. There is not a word in the 
whole that ſounds like Chriftiamity, and the beſt 
Language it gives our Saviour is the True Prophy 
„i be was a True Prophet and Teacher, (as ally 
be was) it is certain that the Author of this Work 
was a falſe one. It is every where Ent e 
Fox the ker's Life 4 ſeems to be a 
of it. * ents N 
Demons, about Providence. 
15 2 fl 0 l NN 


reconcileable neither nor to Divi 
Clement would not believe 2 4 Woke Immoral 
unleſs he could ſee it with his Eyes, Book 1 
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vin Oyr dat e e e and F 
thence lie hat the Nanw E 4 
preiaty of Pe is not — 3 | 
that he means wher bo ſaith, He 8 — — l 
all the Workt' is plainly imferiov, p. 20 He makes D. 
Simon differ from Peroy about the Bowes of the Will, Thi 
2 179, A that Pw is brought inConfw Wh 2 
»'s Notion of the Heavens, p. rio, 118: 
ore, forte doh confuſod Rhaptody,and an ill. in 
p Rena 
Mr. Wb;ſton himſelſ is aha of ſane part ob it, 
ant thereſore he is fain to it in 
132 ths 
take notice of it; 


ary of the meaneſt Readers mi 


about the Adulteries and Incefty of 


2 — — — 
Paſſages in 2s well as in the ot ritings 
he Kink: coinhended to the World, that Patrone . 
his vile Opmion; namely, That the Second Perſom in Bn 
ET rinity is not troly and property God, bat tha rit 
Fatber only is ſuch, / 10 
e e gd, le br Her 
the he pretends that they do not 
— 3 inte; wm pen take to 
ime convinoes me of the contrary 
for to be play'd. And 
ry bm, — Po to back his 
own Wing rr of Li- 
firs dard very 5 ly che 55 Nie, ho? 
very punctuully the 5 4 
half of hem tee the Ann | ppt which the 
Dr. had fuld his Babk with, whiel he calls cbe Kri- 
me · Ducken of rhe Trinity; and chen he tells us that 
chisour nie, De, who is the Author, i2 N. of = 
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_ hath 


the part of a meer Hi He _ 
to this Tie top Foe todeal 
thoſe Authors whoſe Doctrine he „ 10 


withſtanding he had pretended, N 
his ff Geremng dr, 2 i It 
bare Relator, and to ſet down things as he fe f 


them. t tis Judgment com and cannot be tru 
What is concerning my 
frons on Dr. Clarke Doggie If the Thin 
he hath not been pleas'd to communicate to the! 
lick; g e which I fu is becauſe 
to object againſt or it is 
he hathnot yet his Cue given him by the Gentler 
of the Exquifite ee, In brief, I take An 
to be a Well willer to the Cauſe: Ne 
what he hath ſaid already, That he if he cot 
be an Advocate for the Dr. But of this. 
Icome now to the Matter Treated of in the falle 
* which is the main thing I intended." 
vertiſe the Reader of in this Preface, and to . 
pare him for the receivingof it, aſter I had taken 
tice of what Mr. hiſton had maliciouſly objected, 
— mn > 5 reed had made —— | 
— dangerous Opinions. In t 
I preſume to offer a more effeQual way i 
hath hitherto been made uſe of, — | 
eſtabliſhing the Catholick Doctrine of the Tr 
and more arly of the True and Real Di 
of our Bleſſed Lord and Saviour; namely; by alle 
and maintaining his Non-Subordination, and his 
oriſfencs: e Pater, the On onh er — 
no leſs than the Farber, is the One only 
whereby, (and ret otherwiſe, 12 


ty Foundations — ill be 
know it will be ſaid that 1 o againſt the re 
Notion of the generality of Divines'in this may: 


for it 2 Orthodox by them to 
that the Son is Subordinate to the Father, and 
the Farber alone 3s Self. exiſtent. So that I 
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"The PREFACE. 


Int d by both k he Orthod and The Arias. 
he Recder ſhall have the ts which I make uſe 
pw TER, hope this yrs — 
| rel this as ray own private 0 
— hy and I ſhall not judge — — 
have no reaſon to — and Proepeay, ſeeing I diſ- 
3 Iaaat cn Gan, — 
of our ewn Church, to whom 1 ou 1 
. — — 4 
1g, or any other Excellency and Accompliſhment. I 
bme rely upon the Great Names of Biſhop Perſon, 
bc I hop ic — 2 —k— in the 
- of dy aps — 
ide. Ye, hae Grant Mane the Biſhop ot Chefter, may be 
inſt himſel for tn his Expoſition of the Sycond A of 
Cree y aſſerts the Supreme Divinity of Chriſt, he 
gems rad Tetimenies 6s prove him to 118120227 
; and he mabes it his Buſineſs in ſeveral Pages, (125, 126, 131, 
133.) to maintain his Swpreme Divinity, his Supreme Majeſty, | 
— —— tn of God, For my 
Writer who aſſerts the Swubordinatien of che Son of For my 
—— for Supremacy and are con- 
Terma, with reſpect to the ſame Perſon. 
| 2s for the Self-exiflence of the Son, I have in the foll 
rs ſhew'd that tho this moſt Learned Prelate ſeems to diſallow r- 
x according to his own Account which he gives of the Deity, he 
acknow the Son to be Self · exiſtent, unleſs he ſhould que- 
his Divinſty. So that in theſe two Points, the Now-Sub- 
jon of the Son, and his Exiſting of bimſelf, I think the 
fairly be ſald to be of our fide. And as for the other 
ne, Dr. Bull, who was ſo well acquainted with the Fathers, yet 
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to me to ſhew himſelf Partial in omitting qt 
Wricings which plainly deſtroy the Suboruinat ion. 
— — — wy — for I confeſs I can t, for my 
) underſtand the Language of a $ nate 
and en Ver God, as moſt Writers repreſent the Second Perſon 
Trinity to be I can frame no tion of a Primary or Prin- 
Deity, and of a Secondary or Sube/teran one. I can't by any 
beat it into my Thoughts that there is one Supreme God, and 
the ſame — . — a> 
Imperfet tien, and Im on belongs not to 
2 ſions, and on them I found my Pro- 
s about Nen-Subordinationand Self-exiſience : And tho' I am 
Poftive and Categorical in what I ſay on theſe Heads, yer I 
I may lay, without an Air of Selt-Flattery, that I have 
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m to led the beſt, if not the only way to obviate the Ari an O- 
and of the Inferior Divinity of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, I call ir 
Im Opinion, becauſe it is my Perſwation, that they who hold 


on are Abettors of Ar-anſm, tho they know it not, or 
at 
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un invincible Bortraſs eint all the Fore: ithoſe Ad ve 


vertlyithiak; that avhac [ 


thaverſo Sen examin'd and/difeuſs'd the:Dottrine. atzhe Holy L 
Yer Il am not o to impeſe it n dhe d 
ur Abts laid with bubm and Deferenee to che dentimmt 
thoſe who are of 2 different Perſwaſon, and therekave 1 
_ (omechic und Uiſpleaed if 1 meer with 'Contrmadifiiien. ' 
But tho“ it is my 'Privete Fudgment, 'y 1deem'd At oblig 

to the Pablth by communicating 

towards the 


_ This one thing my 

del Unprejudiced and Impertialy in fevioully weighing the Argu 
and Teftimoniesw bichſhalt — IE 
darefully attend to hat , lat hovity, and Reaſon fg 
nd then'l -not but [ſhall con have! hmm Proial yt 

rount to think that uus which I offer ill 


Dighted, becauſe 1 wasencourag'd 


d "pv wie 
eue 


; , — — — 
22 de forefald Writer. This 


have —— wich the —ů 
2nd Dread to expreſs my ſeif in theſe aud 1 have 
. Ad © throughout the hole to give ents the 'Father the ching 
my Rae, 4 Tete weed dat qe 0 not 


ent 
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wxir N. 
47 of this, but haveanade it my buſmeſn to exalc dhe , 
arab 2nd Eternal Word- to his due Height, ſuch as will give 5 2 

equally God with tho Father, which is © 
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Sabelliani, & nec illi equalem, nec illi alterum ne- 
| 4 


gando fint vant. 
Of theſe two Hereſies, it was the Arian that 
made the greateſt Noiſe in thoſe firſt Ages in the 
Chriſtian Churches in the Eaſt, and gain'd the moſt 
Profelytes : And it was oftentimes obſery'd to flame 
and blaze out agam after it ſeem'd to have been ex- 
tinguiſh'd. About the middle of the Sixteenth Cen- 
tury it broke out afreſh in theſe Weſtern Parts, un- 
der the unhappy Condu& of Serverus, Blandrata, 
Socimus, Francis David, Valentims Gentilis, and ſe- 
veral others, who revived the old Arian Doctrine, 
and with great vigour declar d and niaintain'd, that 
the Father only 1s the Supreme God, and that the 
Son and Holy Ghoſt are Inferiour Deities, or Subar- 
dinate Powers. A few Years ago, the Soctnians gi- 
ving themſelves the Name of Unitarians, pretended 
to iſh us with a new Scheme of the old Hereſie, 
but they kept ſtill to the grand Point, that is, the 
denying of the real Divinity of our Saviour. And now, 
at laſt, a pair of our own Divines have had the con- 
fidence to proclaim themſelves Patrons and Abettors 
of this vile Sect; and they have trumpt up all the 
Inſinuations, Arguments and Objections, which were 
alledg'd and urged by the Arian Hereticks Thirte 
Centuries ago: And this they have done, notwit 
ſtanding their profeſſing themſelves to be Sons 0 
that Church-which hath expreſsly condemned thoſe 
Heretical Doctrines in her Homi/ies, Liturgy and Ar 
ticles, to which laſt, theſe Perſons — ſolemn] 
ſubſcribed, and pretended to declare their ſincere B 
lief of the Truth of them, when they were admit 
ted to the Sacred Miniſtry in the Church. 
I have already publith d my Thoughts concerning 
the particular and diſtinct Performances of theſe twc 
— and —— that . have 9 * 
not unacceptable to t icious, uch 4 
truly value the Dodirines of - moſt Holy Religio! 
Indeed, 9 


DD,. Clarke Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, 3 
und without this Divine Myſtery; and the whole 
ne- Bible, eſpecially the New Teſtament, is inſignificant 
and of no uſe if we take this away from it. They 
hat I ne the Words of the Bleſſed * .* 5 
the wiege Xgαο, 0A 1; Al νν¹‘!fa, ws wars TH5 Year 
oſt qd ay ener, wnTs e whores Toy Xgtnenopdr, 
une , @ «v\g vin, they who give the Arians the Title 
ex- of Chriſtians, do greatly err, do as good as de- 
ei. dare that they have not read the Scriptures, and 
know not at all what Chriſtianity is, and what is the 
ata, Faith contain'd in it. I was forward therefore to 
ſe· explain and aſſert this Faith, and publickly to ap- 
me, pear againſt thoſe bad Men, who ſeem to have for- 
—— their Title to Chriſtianity, by their wilſul ob- 
the (curing, and even eclipſing the Majeſty of the Son 
bar- of God; yea, by thruſting Him down from His Ce- 


the ke igion; that ſo I ma r ſomething according 
ow, to my mean Ability, rowands the eſtab; 


Theſe "Two Things, then, I will undertake; I will 
firſt enquire into the Riſe of this Heretical Perſwa- 
ſion, That our Saviour is not really and properly God, 
but is only a ſecondary Deity, and that the Father is the 
only Supreme God; and I will ſhew the invalidity of 
what gave occaſion to the ſpreading of it : And then 
ſecondly, I will propound thoſe Reaſons and Grounds 
on which I build the contrary Doctrine. | 


Firſt, I am to aſſign the Riſe of the Arian Per- 
aon among Chriſtians, not omitting at the ſame 
Time its Growth and „ which N 
follow'd its unhappy Birth. It had its Origin 
Increaſe, Firſt from the School of Plato, Secondly. 
from the unwary and unſafe Language of ſome of 
the Farbers, Thirdly Mr Notion which ſome 55 
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the Ancient Doctors of the Church entertain d, 
ö the Paternity of the Firſt Perſon in the 
rinity. 
1 <a with the Firſt of theſe. The Learned 
De Tri- Petavius hath rightly determined, that the Arian 
„ FHereſie about the Trinity had its Riſe from the Fla. 
ap. 1. | fonic Philoſophy, which holds Three diſtinct Princi- 
= in the Deity, the firft Supreme, the ſecond In- 


jour, and the third - — to both. In the Plaro- 
the on was called, gen ri, 


TTS 
the better Mind; the other, vis f\u'regos, the ſecond 
Mind; the third was, v, the Soul, which was the 
loweſt of all. This is the Account that is given by 
Plotimus, Prockus, Numenius, and gther principal Na- 
* De Pe tonifts; and we have it confirm'd by * Steuc 
renni bim, f Du Pleſis, and Grotins, Now, it is well 
Philof. known, that ſeveral Fathers of the Chriſtian Church 
rit. Relig. were bred in the Platonic Philo 


ber Os, the Miniſter of the Ceatur of the Univerſe. 


| 
School; tho a late Writer in his Preliminary Diſcourſe i 
ro juſtin Martyr's Aol „ endeavours to clear him 
from Platonizing in this Particular; but his fine and 
mpous Words have not been able to advance any 
9 moment againſt what I have aſſerted. And 
the ingenious Author had weigh'd what Fuſs 
Martyr himſelf faith in his Second Apology, Our Ui 
Tyid "7 Ts [dn ds ul N Xoivs, Plato's Doctrine. 
% r aben to thoſe of Orif he might have been 
convinced thence, that this Ancient Father had 
eſpouſed the Platonic Doctrine of the Trinity, for be 
thought it differed noi ftom that of Chrife. 5 
2 N * igen, 


"A Supplement to the Animadverſlons as 
lain and imp le Terms to acknowledge Chriſt 

= that is, 5 i true and So 
onic Scheme of t rnity prejudic'd iſs 


inſt the Chriſtian one. 

Mr. Dodwell runs too when ſpeaking of t 
ach thr il „ he SL N r 

much that op , was receiv d in 0 

even amo ews themſetves * — 4 


erms are a to, not only in Philo 


e in the bez 
. John's Goſpel i is Platonical. Ibid. p. 
hough thus is too high a HA, yet we may r 
ſonably gather trom this Tearned Writer, that t 
firf Writers of the Church had imbihec the Plat 
Notions of the Trinity: And if he had obſerv'd i 
theſe are not adjuſted to the Conceptions which 
Scripture furniſhes us with, his Obſervation had bay ” 
and it would have confirm'd what I have i 
er this Head. 0 
* Secondly, The Arian Hereſie had its Riſe 
Growth from the Language uſed by the Fathers, \ 
were wont to 1 That * Firſt Perſon in the 


nity is the Cauſe and Principle, che Fountain, | 
Author of the other Iwo Perſons. A 
'Aria are applied 5 br Father with relation to 
* — by Juſtin Marytr, =P others af 


and even by At bana binſelr a8 thoſe 
nted 11 his Writ Row 
For Us þ he was thEmmoſt at ealusOppoſer of 
yon, that by 


his Errors, yet it is m 
4 aſſerting the Father to Go be the the Son, 


gave his Adverſaries a handle to hold on toi 
wn diſadvantage, an rd * ec e 116 


it, as we find in thelr ede This Notion | 
* vail'd among ſever veral of the Ancients, The Fatix 


: than the Son, d rb ris *Arliaes ab 
2 Fn of his being the Caſe of the Son, h 91 


Dr. Clarke's Scriprure-DoArine of the he 7 _ 
Great. 1 than the Son, 


| regie m id pus nd T3 Aue, not _ 
count but this, that he is the _ 
* St. Cyril of Alexandria. + Gr _ * De Tri 


IS, N 
t ather 1s t- . 
6 the Son, L "ANG. 8 * "Tis, s bs Ys fa x Epi 
+ dow ad Corinth, 
And both Af and AN are uſed by Bafil the I Tom. a7. 
_ Eruddr dons 5% Tidlgds 8 A " To Vip, A Fro "fire Cee 
Zur nb, 86 232 'Ayx3, * g the Son hath om. lib 1. 
Beginning from the Father , on that Account the | 
rar thn the Fae, "as he is the Cauſe and | 
So f  Damaſcen, E. Me Th Harter t Orthod. 
2 ' Jo T4 Tu, x, peilora, & reilittuen dur, 54 Tis fd. lib, . 


I d & 8 ade the bet , 
Wen we ſay the Father is 82 
greater han he, we don't ſi — 


is before the Son either in Time or Nature, 
other Reſpe&, but this, that be the Cas of 
Son. 1 Arx e 1 
d to the Son us, Þ arian- J Orat. 8. 
5 1-2 eee 
| 05 18 Athanafrus in 
Muſt the 252 and by Gre Nazianzen in his f Org, 
ninth and Forty fifth Orations: By Dama- 
Sn forks Fork be 1264p 
ment y by the Greek Fa 
Ae and zige are uſed to Igni ignifie the — 
de Father, fo is fons and radix by Tertallion and 
other Latin Fathers. 
Pravius in his Book of the Trinity will furniſh the 
ader with Quotations out of Hilary, where _ 
ber is ſtyled the Author of the Son; and Ryufomu 
ads concerning the Son are theſe, || Cm fi js His, rok 
ternitate, virtute, regno, 13 hog Pater poſt. cop g. 
omnia ramen bac non fine ater, ba- 
: That is, the Son hath ll Pockoctions of the 
r, but not without an Aurbor, as nig 
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cap. 1. And 


hath. Thus ſome of the Ancients repreſent the F; 
Pexſon in the Trinity as Superiour to the Second, 
8 og 8 he Pre 

my e, Fountat „ Aut zre | 
other Words Cauſe, 2 bath 
generally approv'd of by the Moderns. borndy 
who is commonly tr ome to his Readers by i: 


Obſcurity, talks after this his wonted Faſhion abc 


the Trinity, but he is plain in his aſſert 
the Father to be the Autbor and Origmal of the 
and Holy Ghoſt, merely upon the Account of t 
Tradition of the Church. Thus * of Cauſe, Ati 
p Reit and Bilbop But ebecilly by d 

earjon TT 
gym mary Fri Ly, my A Subordir 
tion is ed on the Father's being the Origin 2 
inciple, eren Defenſ. fid. Nic, &. 
Fu hon wand Foy hl: 

It, 

l us freel 3 examine tl 
Matter; and Firſt, We may obſerve, that the Ancie 


Writers before cited contraci# themſelves in theſe 


tions, and therefore they are not much to be heede 
Tho they ſometimes call the Firſt Perſon in the 


nity Arx, the Principle or Beginning of the 1 


other Ferſons, yet they retract this at other Tin 


for I can produce moſt of theſe Writers aſſerting ia. 


the Son and Holy Ghoſt, as well as the Father, 


ne, Without Beginning os Original. And * A 


nan tells ts, That winks i , dr 7 de 


have the ſame Eſſence, and to have no Beg 
common to the Three Pexſons. God (as that W 


fignifies the Eſſence of the Godhead in 
therefore takes in the Three Perſons) is e =ie 
the Fa; 


* : IF 
"I" 


em — — th Tm, 9 
F = 


re b 
1 


ins 


Ie 

of t —— 

Ab Father being greater — 10 Gren Na- 

n, Ys©2:zen gives — Acomret in 12 pets wir bet 

he 1 Amat. The Majority that is attribured to the Fe: 

rdinfl ther, is with reſpect to His being the Cauſe and Au- 

in uf bor of the Son, Orat. 36. yet at another Time we 
bear hun ſpeaking thus “, Ti ui, zr d,; Oubms. * Orat, 2. 


Irhat Being is that which is withoue 2 Cauſe? The de Fil. 
. He ſpeaks of the Deity in General, which 
— refer oro rears whey» 
„ W xd)e re nee Haig os AH 
The Father is greater than the Son, as he is the Cauſe 
him, (which was quoted before) alters his Style in 
lis Fourt — — T2 waiter. d winnhes, 3 
ner, © tal, N dt, i os Amer pier Nil. an 
ade, ade) Nai 7% r in Nν . down); 34 
ge, 4 yay "Tits acer , d iN abun, 
A hiriſo d in ie cc Tf war dorejper, wur zap zen leg, 
RL ey 70 40 "AG v ih, x} A 
| Ley d dum x, n "AG That is, The 
ather is {aid to be Greater than the Son, either as to 
ene 0. Tine or Pignity, or Power, or as 2 
aſe, but he can't be ſaid to be Greater as to any of 
beſe; not as to Magnitude, becauſe he is Incorpo- 
al; not as to Time, for the Son is the Creator of 
Times; not as to Dignity, for he is the ſame that 
r was; not as to Power, for whatever the Father 
th, that the Son doth likewiſe; not as a Geeſe, tor 
the Father were the Cauſe of the Son, he 
gh He as well; 
| as 
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D, ſoring according to this) He is the Cauſe of 
Him and 4 i: YA. 1 | 


and of 71 
Therefore Epiphanins, who had weigh'd theſe 
ings well, an bl obſerv'd what the Orthodox, 
* Adv. He- as we las the Hereticks had pleaded, mr. 1s 
reſes, Iib.3. Oele ze ov NA v aas, God is altoge 
har. 76. without any Cauſe. *Oudir & vi TA d dinies bw 

4 Jos 547, no Perſon in the Trinity is liable to any 
Cauſe, Mir dun dvain@® ic' mi IN adyr i d e. 
Jew, The Trinity alone is without any Cauſe, whereas 
all other Beings are ſubject to ſome Cauſe or Author. 
"Avail @& nan, x & T, A in, The Ft 
ther, Son and Ghoſt are without Cauſe: What 
can be plainer than this, unleſs that which the ſame 
| excellent Writer adds? ac 7g Hale 73 imyftebuxiras wn 
After eee, zen Te g 76 i wire Naern, 
| 60s To wire Tirivuan, „ dum fle 60/66 hefe wall A 
e nee Ae, That is, As it greatly beſeems if 6» 
the Father to excel} all Cauſe, fo it becomes the on- ¶ this 
Son of the only Father, together with the on 
irit, to have one and the ſame Divinity, which 
- can't poſſibly admit of any Cauſe of it. 
An Ancient Writer, had talk'd much of the 
Father's Being, AJ. and A, retracts what he had 

Words, + God is la Ah d ve r 
Principle in three perfect Subſiſtences 
or Perſons: And at another Time he conſeſſes that 
12 Son's —_ wo by the Father, u 
j Lib. 3. ei diſiar, x | 

, Thas the moſt 2 2 Writers of the Churd 
poſe themſelves, and therefore we can't rely upo 
| we can't aſſent to them when tliey tell 
that the Firſt Perſon in the Trinity is the Cf, 

thor and Principle of the other Iwo, for we fee tl 
difown this Doctrine themſelves; they have given 
| the perfect Reverſe of it. | 
| And it is no Wonder, for our own unprejudice 
| FX ts will dictate this to us, and the very Na 
| ture of God will inform us concerning. this Truth 
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The true Notion of the Diety, i 
Caule or Author — 


Now, if this eaſoning (as all the 
Intelligent World hath conteſs'd) = — will unde- 
mably follow, — the whole Irini 
a 


Deity, which is to be — is taken 
[be Profeſlor of 1 „ ſo famous 


„IIA FF! 


it as 
this to be the rhe 
ng the Divine Being, 

— all; and this is the Foundation of 
thoſe excellent Attributes, the Simplicity and Infinity 
of the Divine Nature Dei nec Origo, nec Cauſa ulla 
ef, ſaith, the 1 le + Grotius. De Verſe. 

It is aftirm'd by || one of our own Divines, who is 1 


5 lig. lib. 
nes teputed to be of a penetrating Genius, That what ſo- £ 
that r ——— K. 


Reaſon for it, becauſe it bath ſo» of the 


5 e oft Principium, & tei | 
in N or om ſa E, wt 
| e Principratum : 1 2 0 xl 


bring the — bath no 
cee Bring Got bong that His bad be 
pming of Bemg., ras 1 this Jadicious 


Auer * ivinity in General, as its in- 


* and therefore it muſt be ap- 
led to z that is, it f. | 
Ws true Account of 2 Deity, that the Son of 
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yo wg hetero can have, no Cauſe" 


Beſides, to be the Cauſe or Autbos of 2 "is 
to be the Cauſe, Author and Beginner of char wi? 
never was before, and accordingly all the Perſons 
above quoted exp lain themſelves, by making a Nin 

ciple , the ſame with Cauſe or Aurbor: 
Bat who'am alles w-chis, but a rank 41a», that 
there was a Time when the Son was not in Being, W 
and that afterwards the Father brought Him into 
Being, and thereby was the 7 and Aut bor of 
Him? Yea, The vary Wren o uſed this Lan · I 
face of Cauſe, „ acknow- 

iy and te nas fm ry ay whit 

in t eny what 

ert, that the Packer is the 7 of che Gai, 

Fer if vr nine f. we ſhall find that no Eternal 
and Infinite Being can be the Cauſe and Original of 
another Eternal and Infinite Being: In ſhort, whatÞve 
| —— dy we hex 

Again, if the Father be the ——_— (andi 
they mean the efficient Cauſe) then the San is theſbe 
55 of the — which — his (on ſubſtan · us 

—_ for the Effect and the Cauſe are never ſup-Wuy 

to have the ſame Eſſence and Subſtance; anc \ 
ye et theſe Perſons own the Conſubſtantiahty of thejſpie - 

with the Father. ec 

Morcover, it the Father was the Cauſe and on 
thor of the Son, then it follows, that the Son (tho 
he be God) is a dependent Being; for it is a known 
Rule in Logic, Cauſa eft a qua pendet Cauſat Fa 
This was never r of. And Ne I 
can't help arguing from hence, that the San is a, v 
imperſect Being, tor if it be the definition of a mol wa 

Being, that it is that on which the Exiftenogfole | 
of all other depends, then it alben me 
lows, That if the Son's <> => d 
ther, ſoas to exclude His —— - aki 
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Indevd, how can he ?- For if we hold the. &. 


he great Pluloſopher tells us, ti 

n, the Cauſe and l 
be pen wich rmx 

cate brook this? 


to the Eternal Son? W 

not this to runk the Sant God with Crete 
Poth not all Mankind 

Gauſt of all 'Thmgs m 


How then can we 
Tn nn one Cen 
the Furſt, on any rot rr pen 
thor of a 

The 

ule 


n 1 ——— — 
ed — ve will m 

nt, - we nf 
demn ſuch a+Novionl as this, and we muſt be con 
vinc'd e & Perfiaion a this yaves ur e rar 
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chat Foundation for the 
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p of St. David's to the quick, an 
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talks ſo freely of »Subordination, 
confuted by t s Paſſage which he hath 
But Icome now to oe-into che 1 rits of 
Cauſe, and to examine whether Paternity be a gro 
of 8 in the Trinity, as it is among 
where the Father is Supreme, and the Son Inferior 
to him: It is plain that there is not the ſame'Re: 
— becauſe tho Men the Father is 
before the Son, yet it is not ſo in the Livi 
Fatherhood and Fila, for here the Father ar 
the Son were ever C-exiftent : Chriſt was Begotten 
the Subſtance of the Father, but that Subſtance « 
not Exift before the Generation, but was Co-ete 


'* Cont, With it. Io this purpoſe is that of Athanefac, 
Arian. Out dc der i dries ayirnilas of Tr's, inc. x; ome 
Orat. 2. 1 Iluſygac duet, d Oi pirrnue if, x; Or 
1@ 1 % Tits, didles Smigye, 1. e. The Son Son #1 
as Man, of Man, fo that He ſhould be 
ſterior to His Father as to His Exiſtence, but He 

the Off. ſpring of God, and being the Natural Son 

Han: who js Eternal He is ſo himſelf. And 

t E ged. Learned Biſhop of Chefeer tells us, That + rbe Ef be ſ. 
— ae Beginning, he did cg * * 
p. 439. municate without „ being always Father, N 
| 8 So then, 's Paternity doth not | Aa; 

Him bek; — N. becauſe the Filiation was nt en; 
ter the It it be ſaid that the 8 
of an earthly. ather over his Son, is not © u 
from his Priorr y, coo hin heing the Author or 5 
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Tm Pater, totum 
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r oi Parcel Filio, & Filins manet in Patte, 
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the Excellency and Supremac 3 
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to each of them ſingly, to Nannen 101 


himſelf ſaith, Althar the Fatber bath is mine, for the 
Farber is in the Son, and the Son in the Fatber, I and 
ny Father are one. And thence that ancient Writer 
inferrs that the Son is nor Subordinate to the Father, 
and adds, * enim Filio detraxeris, ad Patris, ow 


Jus habet totum, injuriam perrinebit; nec eff in lo ah 
quod qua fs jr fit infer, qui le, fo — nec plus poteſt 
you detract any 

thing from the Son That's, If Tow will thereby 


injue the Father, whoſe whole Excellency he hath ; 
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cauſe he, — ay he Fecker; can't Too bm 
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ot his Father is not to be 
tal ——— 
is the manner oi tobe thought alike. 
——.— valuable of one of the 
Writers: Chriſt, ſaith he, receives all chings 5. 
his Father, } ig; os Enhumena, a c 4 22 


Jventir 


le 
to the Sou of Go. þ : 
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mother emitent Writer among the Ancients 
this true Notion of Recerving as * —— 
don 8 Sana 
Mai N. Kn Ile 
Nattral and Eno w a a 
have receto d this Digni | 
As to thoſe Texts —— the Father's a 
ung, and the Son's receiving, 
his judgment thus, mii of e J Has r. 
„„a ue He rhe m dn, GAAG o} wary ie u- 


== 2. th... =» 


- 
— 


ler d, and the like, do not dimmiſh the Divinit 
of the Son, but rather 1hew that be is reall — 
And in the ſame Orarion this Father hath thi 


— *. 


e 8 nau, Den d Nd d, whom U 
u & u 9 
M u % dt & 6 4 eie 3 
2 are 2 — 
0 bn 16. 15.) and the Father hath theſe 
then tis plain that they were always 
Ir TR Wherefore tis ſpoken thus, not that the 
n ſometimes had not theſe, but becauſe the Son ha- 
g from Eternity what he hath, hath it from the 
Fat) er, who was from Eternity. Thus he diſtin- 
6 quiſhes the recerving attributed to the Son from that 
hich is ſpoken ot mortal Creatures. And with 


Nasen 


Her, AN 
N 12 


W 0 
*** * 


„ 


an h wr ix, He having all t na- 
mall — his Father, he uch bb he recetv'd them 
m hin becauſe he was begotten of him with all 
e that he hath. Here we {ce the vaſt difference 
een the Sow's recerving and that of Men ; theſe 
Nie what they had not before, but He, (in the 
. le of Scripture) is lud to receive even that which 
pc'd aways had. He fo receiv'd his Being from his 
DFither, that he never was without that Being, no 
Ye than the — who was ttom Eterm- 


ry. 


Fol 
$- 


. — Cyril. 
God is Alex. Com- 


ol being 
he is ſaid to ment. 
Im, the . — 


* Arbanaſins gives us Orat. 4 


| ir c vis. Theſe Expreſſions, Iris given, I: isde- 


uble Obſervation, E 3B AUNT; i 617 Pup le: 


his agrees that of St. Cyril of Alexandria, . Nairn + Theſaur. 
4 rns eee, e be at dis & um Theſ. 23, 
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; Which is directly cont to what Arrius aller. 
245 the Nicene Council, eis U1ds, fun bo", lacs 
ods N, N In an lobe Rr 6 unde, e lonnu@ 76 Nay! 
that is, whatſoever the Son hath, he recerv'd it « 
the Father, but he had it not before; and therefore 
— is not equal with the Father, nor is of the ſame 
| ity. Atbanaſ. Diſput. in Cone, Nic. 

N tis manifeſt then that the Orthodox Faith is this 
That the Son's differing from his Father 47 to the 
ner we bis Being, that is, his receiving it from his Fa- 

doth not make him 1 or Inferior tc 

the bathe as many Perſons unagine, who hay 
ſuch a low Co1 — of the Divini ity of the Son, 
as to think he had it by the Bounty a Fayour of 2 
nother. But they — correct ſuch Thoughts as 
— and conſider that the Giving and 4 
mong Men is free and arbitrary, but that of the F 
ther andthe 509.18 natural and neceſary, and cor 


* Er rr 


aan th of t 222 
ver, yea, — neither of d 
rfect; or, . 7, It ly a 


; the ite and Eternal Perfection 
Jivine I a 


Writers is eaſily baffled, That the Father is the 8 
Ep 
in ) t ving the Power ving, ſup 
Father to be in a higher condition fan TY 
who is the Receiver. 
Another Source of the aforeſaid miſtaken App 
henſion is the miſapplying the Notion of Humus 
Generation. Becauſe among Men the Son is infenc 
to the Father on the very account of his being be 
gotten by him; therelore the Second Perſon 1 
the Trinity, who is the Eternal Son of God, 
thought to be inferior to the Father, But this is 
wretched miſtake, for(not to repeat here what was (a 
before) there is a vaſt and irreconcileable difference 
between the Finite and Infinite, the Temporary a 
the Eternal Generation; and therefore thus latter ! 


not to be liken d to the ſormer. What compariſon is there 
between theſe two, ſeeing the Father and the Son- 
among Men are two different Eſſences or Subſtances, 
ut the Father and the Son in the Holy Trinity are 
we. and the ſame individual Efſence or Subſtance ; (+ 
fore {ind ſeeing the Divine Generation is an immanent 
ame Act, and within its own Eſſence, but the other is 2 
tranſient Action, and ternunates on what is with- 
this, H Wherefore Aubanaſiur faith well, * o $8 3 Orat. 2. 
cr drbywror fu, God doth not imitate 3 
Fa -· ¶ ſpeaking of the Divine Generation, and that of Men. 
to And, again, in the ſame place, Mi Nor m t 5% N 
noi uu] yer Ty W arlgemor gvow, The Divine Ge- 
neration by that which is Hu- 
mane. | N 
Another eminent Writer of the Church blames: 
thoſe w ho preſume to do this, + Ka dn, ve f Ol. 
14 mud mw iNe Ty dropdTy mis ehen dea, There are — Thel. 
ſome, ſaith be, who in a very ill and unlearned .. 
manner accommodate the Properties of Bodies to an 
WJ Incorporeal Subſtance z they confound Phyſical and 
Human Generation with that which is Divine and Su- 
pernatural. At another time he argues thus, and 
very ſolidly, (E- #3 mu nar nudliger vd A , x I Thel 15. 
id rug xomdy yds nuns, lov is 10 Tis d gov, mas avid 
d be rest xgra ro pact xgxois x, THis i uri $rdyxais 
sirene; If, ſaith be, the Deity great - 
ly differs from our Nature, and hath nothing com- 
mon with it by reaſon of its tranſcendent Eſſence, 
why do any Perſons tye it down to Humane Incon- 
veniencies, and are not aſham d to ſubject it to our 
Neceſſities and Infirmities ? I will give the Reader 
the Senſe of another Writer in great eſteem among 
the Ancients, t T3 xiv «03 x>waligden, v da ois Th — 
Oy Arve, g 4% iarwe du Thy Na ge * 
u di «I fr wy Tarr + Thoſe Mendeſerve to be 
derided who transfer their own Human Nature and 
Condition to that of the Divine and ake a 
repreſentation of him from what 1s in themſelves, 
E 2 whereas 
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| 
whereas nothing of that nature ig to be found i fat 


lane to add a maſt remarkable Paſſage in 3. 
® Niceph. nother good ancient f Author, 'ou i lors 
Blemi Thr di 6 ume, 422 Hr Amt — and Gr » Ke 
Pt ca; 1 .) Tana: i ie itt d dri, imd, in 5 
4 85 xiav dmc. That is, Thoſe who ſay that the 

Son is begotten of the Father, do, not thereby grant 

Ain the don is Jyſer than the Father, for this is the 

Reaſoning of the Adverfaries of Chriſt. It is Ratio 
nal wt Conſequential enough to argue thus con- 
cerning our ſelves,” but it is y impious to ar- 

gue ſo concerning God. 
We muſt not then be ſa unadviſed as to 
the Subordination of the Eternal Son to the Eternal 
Father on the Notion of Sonſbip among Mev. 
Nor can we ground any Subordipation on the manner 
of Exiſtence of. the Father and the Son, that js, the 
— exiſting af none, but the latter's exiſting of 
the Father; far-from what hath been ſaid it plamly 
appears that this:doth not exalt the Condition of the 

Father above tlie Son. 

The true -acconnt of the Suurdinalion which we 
meet with in the Sacred and Infallible Writings is 
this; That the Son is ſubordinate to the Father in 
reſpe& of his Humane Nature only, and ſo is that fa- 
mous Text to be underſtood, Joby 14. 28, My Fa 
ther it greater than I; as m of the ancient Writers 
interpret it, (as I have thew'd in another place) wy 

” (as we have ſeen) ſome of them underſtand, it ather 
wiſe. But it is the beſt and ſaſeſt way to adhere to 
the former Expoſition, a agrees with the words 
immediately for go unto the Father, that is, 

return unto == far, (Gith he) my Father is 
reater than I, he is in perfect Glory, tho'I I am not 
ho in this State of Hurni ation, and there rc I long 
o to him. The Learned Dr. Hammond ex pounds 
;rch 6; Tov num, (ith he). 10 ene would 
| aduayed 
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R —— Ne poſtles and Sucoeſſors to B ti 
is. the Newe . Kale, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghoſt. - Whence we are oblig'd to reckon the 
. — rſt, the Son in the ſecond place, _ 


Holy Spirit i in the third. 
tions of our Minds lead 


And further, the 
us toit; for we in the fi place conſider God the 
Father as electing Perſons * Eternity to Life and 
— as Crating all things in time, and diſ-W 
aud Rey them with þ the greateſt Wiſdom, Juſtice, 
ercy, and as giving his Son to Redeem us: 
Then we Revs Son 5 1 the 
mption and Recovery of Man ta purFeoc 
Nature on him, and laying down * L5G Gr | 
and — a Mediator, (therefore con 12 
placed in the middle between God the Fathi J 
the Holy Spirit) and the Third Perſon is next in * For 
der repreſented to our Minds, as executing the De | 
crees concerning our Salvation. Thus the iftinfic 
and Order are on account of the peculiar Operation: 
of the Perſons of the Trinity, as they are orderly rein 
reſented in Scrip ture. But this diſtinct Operatic 
oth not inferr Sbordoation or Inferiority, or an) 
difference as to Dignity, but only a Co-ordination. . 
Beſides, from the different — of the Three 
Perſons ſubſi iſting we embrace this way of ſpeatWi 
ing, and mention the Father firſt, the Son next, anc 
the Holy Spirit after that. I he mutual Relation: offi 
theſe Perſons a themſelves diſtinguiſh then 
trom one another, and Conſtitute an Order among then 
Hence, becauſe of the Per ſonal Properties we place ons 
before another. There is a Priority of Order « 
_ but no Prelation or Preeminence as to Exe 
yea, there is an abſolute Co-equality amoniway 
ons of the Trini 
_ have now finith'd the Firſt General Head which 
undertook to inſiſt upon; and that was to enqum 
into the Riſe and Oerdon of this Heretical — 
on, That our Saviour is not _ and proper! 
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dd, but is only a Secondary and deputed Deity, 
md that the Father is the only Supreme God. 7 
m now, according to my premis d Method, to pro 
ound thoſe poſirrve Reaſons and Grounds, on whi 
build the contrary Doctrine; namely, That our 
$viour is really and Se and that the Di- 
rine Supremacy belongs to the Son as well as to the 
father. This Truth is firmly built on the Founda- 
ton which I am now to And this is two- 
ld, 1. The Natural Emanation of the Son from the 
Mather, 2. His Self-exiſkence. If I make both theſe 
od, I conceive I ſhall have ſufficiently diſprov'd 

ie Doctrine of 2 — Subordination, and 
cabliſnh'd the contrary ine of PerfeF Equality. 

Fri, I ay, the Son is naturally from the Father. 
For I lay down this as a certain Maxim, As God the 
> DeWather's Being is, ſuch is the Generation of bis Son. 

HoScang then his Exiſtence was merely intrin- 
r ——— 

8 Drume 22 
ion Glarians of their former State, tells them that z 
4d ſervice to them which by Nature are not Gods, 


4 


22 = 
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Ion that the True God is ede Oe, 4 God by Na- 
ure, and the three Hypoſtaſes or Perſons in this De- 
ity are by Nature, and are inſeparable in their Being. 

for the Firſt Perſon could not exiſt without the Se- 
ond, nor the firſt and ſecond without the third. 
The Reaſon of which is, becauſe it is the nature of 
be Divinity to be Prolifick, and to propagate it ſelf, 
ad this by a Natural Effiux and Immediate Emana- 
bon; for we can have no conception of any other 
Way of the Exiſting of the Deity, and ly 
« the Second Perſon. Hence it was judiciouſly no- 


e de Tois degree Ths , IO ſay that the 
du was begotten by the Goodneſs or Benevolence 
« the Father, it is no other than to Wr 


E 


- 


. 8. and therefore are falſe Gods. Whence it fol- 


by a Learned Father, ITI A aiyen 75 dzatemr: * Grey, 
WY" erg; n, Tu papavions, wv de ow i ers dne — 
Orat. 11 
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* Orat. 3. faith * Athanaſar. 


4 De Tul. to the Father, This is call'd by him + ce 
nit. c4p.7- and he explains it thus, 72 15 dom, 


Iles, further, || b. up i de qual wind be 


$ Dialog. Concerning 
1. » . 


Julian. 


the ſame rank in which the meaneſt Creatures ars; 
for they have all of them their riſe from. Gd 
| and Favour. Wherefore to this Em: 


in the ſame place, Aly N 11G gion The cia SH, x: 


u, the word is God's own Son by Virtue of the... 


Nature of the Divine Eſſence. -—_ of Alara ir 
often mentions in his Dialogue of the Trinity, and io 
other places, ms Jelac voias mh me, and cu ct 
Nerręl 74 xa9rogrty, the Frui which is h4twi nc 


us The 


doing Iesy d gen jorge, the natural Ng G 
of himſelf, or his own Sabſtance, one » 1 
him. To which he prefixes this, AM,, 7 » 
Ard, lene vdr goers vlan, It cant be that tl 
Deity ſhould be deſtitute of Natural Fecundity. Al 
tefwards he faith, M ad vu dragy@ u did 
— 2 Femal, and x che Work of 
„and is is t or 
ture. In his firſt Dialogue he declares that the F 
ther is «910d; v, naturally a Generator, ant 
he hath en yerrmmey a Generative Nature. Ant 
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dreughovory cod mt Thy d 6% , If don 
own the Father to be Eſentially a F —1 . 

wholly take away and deſtroy the Being of the Sor 

ths Son he ſaith, 1 r dauS3s 

wary Th d duTy aar, quo t, The Son 180 

the Father, and in him according to Nature, and E Git 

fentially, And in another place thus, * rem if, 2 

4 Tids &n Ty NleTevs, x; Ne © ard 74 x; is ary Quo nir, Vi as 1 

| Son was begotten of the Father, and is in him, and 0, 


ac, 
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um by Nature. Zan zdle den de, He is Liſe * De Rev 
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criptare- 


elf by Nane, faith the fame Author, And again, ©: fide. 
Ml} 'Ou l „ nl 79 Hale, ww dy i d furor, No- f Theſaur, 
ching can be Co-eternal with the Father, which is lib. 9. 
* _ 3 The ſame admirable Writer | 
the Son to heey kala quo, x wi 3% uric 
& «abr CoM mes, God by Nature, and offen- iii 
ally poſſeſſing the Excellencies of His Father. And han. 4. 
zun on St. John's Goſpel, he affirms, that cor, = 
T's is N aeys ia [ldligg be, Y aulo's wy © Tharp, 
nal 5 bs d, ald 4 + v 4 ibn. ae + x; 
re, the Son is naturally one with His Father; He 
$ in His Father, and His Father in Him, according 
uno the Eſſential Tye, and manner of Unity which is 
etween them. Again, 9e Uregyur in bus ela quorn, 
e is God of God according to Nature And atter- 
Wards, , i, x) ka cee habs. | 
+ Baſil the Great faith the like, Eu > Nalgds 6 Tbs, 1 Orat. 27: 
"I near 2 12ee Tormmdeis, A k A gnueg heunec, The Son 
s from the Father, not made of Him by 
but begot by Nature. The Son is, ednet lehr, ac- 
erding to * cen. I will add another Greek Au- « Orchod. 
bor f, EN + muniTaom dias ,h, I Qta & fd. lib. 1. 
win in, Ax de wn dipor 6 Ndlig a T, d dn e © 8. 
unfv¹ t, ; 5 this Generation, which is altogether 
Immaterial, that is, Divine, the Father is not to ppycap.,. 


| | look d upon as an Efficient Cauſe, but purely Eſen- 


Among the Lotins I will mention only Fulgentius, 
— eft qui Natur Deus eft : Naturs autem De- 

eft qui Deitatem ex eternitate vera Nativitatis habu- 
t, non ex gratid donationis poſſadit, He is the True 
dd that is God by Nature; and he is God by Na» 
re, who had the Divinity from the Eternity of his 
| 18 0feneration, and did not poſſeſs it by the Favour of 
d E/ Gift or Gratuity: Which is ſpoken in Oppoſition 
, and Confutation of the Arians, whole Aſlertion 
„I this, o is? & Tiles iter: g eee Nef 5 4 ,, 
. Au xn, _ — 
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not the proper and natural Production of the Father, 
but had His Being by Favour from the Father. A 
thanaſ. cont. Arian. lib. 1, Thus we ſee what was 
the Doctrine of the Ancient Writers of the Chriſtian 
Church, they affirm'd that the Father's generating 
of the Son was from the Innate Property and Vertue 
of his Divine Nature: It was inſeparable from the 
Pregnancy and Exuberancy of his Eſſence to have a 
Son, and that Son to be of the ſame Subſtance \ 
Him. | 
Need I mention any of the Moderns? It is well 
known that Biſhop Fearſon frequently aſſerts this 
God is that Being which is Neceflri, and of Himſel 
f De Ver. faith || Grorius. It is granted on all Hands, that ne 
— nd. Cefſary Exiſtence is Eſſential to the Notion þ a God 
ny See + faith + Archbiſhop Tillotſon. The Father is 1 
Neceſſity of Nature, ſaith * Dr. Clarke; and 
"Sermon have ſaid the ſame of the Son, for bein God, * 
— muſt have that natural property which the Fathe 
te Dy. hath 47 He is God. And now from the Premiſes u 
vine Na- may irrefragably inferr, that there is a perfect Equz 
ture. lity in the Trinity: One Perſon can't be more Er 
—ů cellent than another, becauſe the Exiſtence of . 
_ * Three is equally Emanative, Natural, Neceſſary 
. nityp.qzr. Eſſential; and particularly the Father can't be 8 
riour to the Son, becauſe of this Eternal Efur of 
the Godhead, which of neceſlity takes away all 
heminence and Preference. Ou, bar, 5 g 
TY xe7s eben Oe, die Nu 6 "Tos, i. e. There is nc 
thing les or imperſect i — Him, who is God by Natur 
that is, the Son. il. Alex. Theſaur. 11. II 
was the excellent 2 oſe Arguing of that learned 
Father. 

But we are not to think that the Generation ol 
the Son was Narnral and Neceſſary in this Senſe, that 
it was without rhe Farber's Will, ſecing in the very E 
fential Nature of God His Will is comprehended, and 
— — can't be ſeparated 1 * 
one is the ſame with the other. This was the 
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of that judicious Platoniſt 7, 'Ouz Ee + ge, de Plotin, | 
dis, dd ae dure Th de wie 5 Shane, The Eſſence Fant. 6. 
of God is not without His Will, but His Will 18 
conjoyn'd with His Eſſence : God then muſt natu- 
rally and neceſſarily Will His own Being and 
Exiſtence, and all Things eſſential to it, as particu- 
— the Generation of His Son; yea, and the Son 
muſt Will His own Generation. If you object that 
Natural and Neceſſary are inconſiſtent with what is 
Voluntary, I anſwer, That this is a great miſtake, 
and from an undeniable Inſtance we can prove, that 
that which is Neceſſary, and conſequently can't be 
otherwiſe, may be Free and Voluntary, for all God's 
Acts of Holineß are Neceſſary, and it is their Excel- 
lency that they are ſo, and yet; they are Voluntary. 
God, He is Wiſe and Powerful, and. Juſt, and Mer- 
ciful by Nature and Neceſſity, aud, yet not ſo as to 
exclude His Will: The ſame; is true concerning the 
Father's Eternal Generation of His Son, and accord- 
wely one of the Ancients expreſſes himſelf thus, 
at 


fuitas in eo aded perſecta Nature eft, ut qui ex , Hllar. a 


ſubſtantia Dei natus eſt, etiam e confilio ejus ac vo- Synod. 
luntate naſcatur,, He thinks it not derogatory from : 9 
the Perfection of the Divine Generation to be Vo- = 
luntary, tho it is Eſſential and Natural. And even = 


thoſe odd Writers, who hold the Generation of the 
Son not to have been with the Will of the Father, 
yet aſſert that it was not againſt or without His Will; 
Only this they do, they y the greateſt ſtreſs on 
the Emanatruve Nature of the Divine Subſtance, that 
is, they contend that it is naturally Generative, and 
therein they are. in the right. The moſt judicious 
Fathers joyn both theſe together, the natural Fecun- 
dity of the Eſlence of the Deity, and the voluntary 
Act of the Father; they aſſert the Pr of 
the Divine Nature, and the tree Act of the Divine. 


Will. Cyril of Alexandria is expreſs ||, O Tue i + | In The i 


3% llepds wing ary our, wx dans eg dig. The Son e. 
coming forth from the _— of the Father, is — 
2 With- 
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the Snbordination and Inferiority of the Son, 
cauſe he hath not this Prerogative. But tho' this 
Opinion be ſapported by great Names and Autho- 
rities, yet I muſt beg leave to pronounce it to be 2 


withont His Wil And in another Place he ſpeaks 


$ A x, ined; bot 58 ous arthitinus A d eme, ode 
per- Trav 73 ere Y h deu d few. This Gene- 
ration is to be attributed to a Natural and Eſſential 
Act; for this which is Natural is not befides the 
Will, but hath the Will to concur with Nature, to 
make it what it is. i, TY AT ee HOI 
\* '$6 then we reafſeme our former Afﬀertion, that 
the True God is God by Nature and Neceffty. The 
Father exiſted neceſArity; and He could not otherwiſe 
have exiſted: And the Generation of the Son was 
an Act of Neceiſity as well as of the Divine Will: 
The Son ſprang out naturally from the Father, and 
hence I gather that there is no Prelieminence in their 
Natures ; one hath not 4 ity over the other, 
for I humbly ' conceive, that this zranſcendeut and 
renparallel'd manner of Exiſting, which is common 


to both, will not it any other manner of Exiſt 
mg to be en in wee of the Subordination 
Minority of the Son. This was the 
of that Learned Writer among the Ancients whom I 
have ſd often cited, and with this I will ſhut up this 
Head, “ Kar' #Nv inxdifer 7% der x Tard 3 Ti, Od wh 
r ory wle ed d migy ev, The Son is not at all Infetri- 
our to God the Father, and that upon the Account 
of his Exiſting Naturally and Necefſarily from Hin, 
which is not inconſiſtent with His Se/fſ-exiforce, 
The Second Foundation then that I build upon, 1s 
the Self-exiftence of the Second Perſon in the Trini 
This will be cenfur'd by ſome as very Heterodox, for 
tis generally aſſerted that the Faber only is Solſ⸗ 
exiſtent : Moſt of the old Greek and Latin Writers 
were of this Sentiment, and thereupon 2 | 
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d Ws communicated to itſelf, and that 

Eu a Negative Way of Interpretation, 2 which 
19 is ſaid to be of itſelf, which is not of or from 
* r, % belongs rly to the Father, 
2 Jathat Senſe it 15 to the Ber 
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excellent a Writer * — denies this baren 
the Son: For in ſo doing he denies the Div 


the Son; as I will prove rm wow Mods wh 
U Expolit. are theſe, + The Notion of 4 Deity fixifies 4 Bring i 
08, f. 18. — Fe Aion: And the Liften Be 
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t ty is, . is 4 

L. Peaks ther 

before mention'd, (whether 
_— be the Notion of a Deity, 


it — . — who is God; del 'l 
Le ee let ty © 
the Som denies His Divinity. the 


Ie is a true Definition of God which Dame and 
Orthod. ives of Him ||, Abena dt 1h , dige 73 da- ty we, Ai 
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6d. lb. 1. Self-cxiſting its from no other 
. And the Wiſe F DOE ns * 
i nite ods, a Being f 
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mr ty 
is very Rational to apply t 
granted, that he bei H. 
He 
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TI 


ny this I * if Chriſt be True God, as 
as the Father, he muſt want none of the Pro I& « 
of the True God: But he is the True „;! 
therefore he juſtly lays Claim to thoſe Propeſt 0 0 
This is cn d by that Maxim of the Ancieſ N the 
V iNe & tg m 17, T4vie xvird Ter Troxzonn, W 
ktio 


re 
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1 ä Mt. 


or "Dr. Clarke Scripeure-Dofrine of the Trimity. 


Things are proper to the Divine Eſſence, are com- 
mon to the Perſons. And this is back'd by Athe- 
nau, 'Oudiv im ar bye Hare, & jul N , By, bet 
JV. 3Þ 3 Tits © 75 Nai, g & Tally & Ty Tip 
Mis nothing that the Father hath, but the Son alſo 
e nth, for the Son is in the Father, and the Father in 
+ the Son. Diſpur. in Concil. Nic. The ſame faith 
K. Cyril of Alexandria, Theſaur. Theſ. 14. U. 
.rar Nye, 76 HNlaſel quent + , Tala mile 
ior rie. The Son hath every Excellency that is 
ſid to be — _— the Father. 
And fo another * 
Has, Chriſt is deficient in nothing that 
Mtains to the Dignity of the Deity. “ And another, 
lf "Oo ef + dei flat cd, xomd TEY]E der d Netlgds x) 
d "Tis NN A TA, What is ſaid i 
the Divine Nature, is common to the Father, Son 
and Holy Ghoſt. Grotius gives it as an infallible 


vet, in Deo eſt. Perfection that we can thin 
— «6 the Divinity of the Son, we muſt at- 
tribute all Perfe&ion to Him: And *tis certain that 
Jelf-exiſtence is one of the chiefeſt Perfections. In 
be Aibanaſian Creed, We Believe and 'Profeſs it to 

te the right Faith, That our Lord Feſus Chriſt is perfeR 
God, alc wo cannot heartily do, if we own not 
this to be one of His Perfections, which appertaing 
v Him as He it God. 


it. Cyril t, Ti e dodyun 73. n yau Sas 
i 4 S ber cb, A wh + de dase lass Thr + bei- 
. , & indeig & Telus Heeg ll, mr 
„; Is it not ary that what is in any 
or Inferiour, be wholly detruded from the rank 
the Deity, that is, if it arrives not to the 
I' of the Excellencies of the Deity, but rather 

ern into a want of the moſt conſummate Per- 

tion ? | = | * | 
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Here therefore let me uſe the excellent Words ol 
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the ſame Name, t eis . Cyril. 
Catech. 4. 
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Axiom ||, Omne id quod Prrſectiumis nomine intelligi [Dr Ver. 
alf 3 think (wk, 
of, belongs to the Divinity; and therefore, if we Sect. 4. 
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God, he muſt in 

the Second Perſon to be Self: exiſtent 
berauſe He is Godz and yet He denies His Self er 
tells us further, AA Dei Patris ia 
contri 
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i wi 

the 2 
— —j bis Jon, and on the cafe 5 
trary, that Man injures and reproaches the Father Pain 
who umagines that He begot zn imperſect u, 2 
e ee is any Thing alen in the Mat _ 


of God] imply ing that the Son muſt have 
Perfections L La bars _ to the Divine X 
— Lane woof more oh > | 
the Sijſarigiziai oSre-which is ego of tl 
eſſential Properties of the Divine Nature ? © | 
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a Divinity can't poſſi 
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— Uy have — this 
1d tor the very E 
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Being, we muſt be ſorc 
= ths Reals wk here 


| Bar i ul be fad It is the receiy'd Doctrine of 
ul the Orthodox Waiters, that the Divine Eſſence is 
ed tbe Sou by the Farber, which is incon- 
rel tent with what I — advanc d, namely, that the 
y_ hath His Eſſence from Himſelf, that is, from no 
fh ber, for if it was communicated to Him, He had it 
rom another, Tho __ is look'd upon as an inſi- 


E perable 
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le Objection and Difficulty, yet it can ſeem to 
ſo only to thoſe who unwiſely compare Celeſtial 
Things with thoſe that are . Tofay a Thi 
is communicated and derived tous from another, 
yet to ſay it is from ourſelves, and not from another, 

is a downright Contradiction in theſe Hamane Mar- 
ters: But it is otherwiſe in the tranſcendent Inflance 
which we are now treating of, The Truth and Rea- 

ſon of which is demonſtrated from thts 2 


* That [the Son of God is «J#:G-, God of th. 


from the Ne 


by Him.) Now then, 
' ence with the Father, it 
can't be denied that He hath a Self-exifting Eſſence, 
becauſe ſuch is the Eſſence of the Father, as on all 
„ 
me à mt 0 z lee 
> Son did procer put of = Eſſence and Subltarse of 
/ the Father, w ence and Subſtance was the very 
ſame with His own; it is plain, that tho' He is ſaid 
to have His Exiſtence from the Father, it is as true 
| that He had it from elt, e the Eſſence and 
Subſtance from whence He had His Exiſtence was His 
own. Here I could pour in nm 
from the Ancient Writers of t rch, but Bi 
Pearſon and Biſhop Bull have done it to my 
and they themſelves expreſsly own that the Eſſence 
of the Father and the Son 1s the very ſame : Yet 
thoſe worthy Writers did not ſee the Conſequen 


ce V 
this, namely, That the Son muſt needs Exi « 
Himſelf, becauſe of the Identity of the Eſence ot the 
Father and the Son. 
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Dr. Clarke Scripture - Doctrine of the Trinity. 43 
You will ſay, If the Eſſence be communicated from | 
one to the then this Communication inferrs 
not an Lientity of Eſſence, but a Drverſty. To which 
I anſwer, This can never be made till you can 
Free that the Divine Nature hath not an ite 


LE 


tive exceeding all Finite Natures, as hath 

ſuggeſted and prov'd already; and till 
ou diſprove what was advanc'd before, namely 4 
tho the Father is aid to communicate his Ef- * 

ſence, yet it is by a Natural and Neceſſary Act, inſe- 
parable from the Livine Nature: | 
And this furniſhes me with a new Argument, to 
evince the Self-exiſtence of the Son of God. I have 
already prov'd, and confirm d it by the united Sut- 
frages of the Ancient Fathers of the Church, that 
the Exiſtence of the Son is Natural and Neceſſary. 
Now hence it inconteſtably follows that He is Self- 
exiſtent : For theſe two are Reciprocal, whatſoever 
immediately Exiſts of itſelf, Exiſts Naturally and 
Neceſlarily; and what Exiſts ſo, Exifts of itſelf. 
The Reaſon is plain, becauſe we can't conceive that 
there is or can be any other Thing intervening, 
whereby it ſhould Exiſt. If the Exiſtence be by 
Nature, and by the ſole Virtue of that, it muſt be 

immediate, we can't ſo much as imagine or ſi 
poſe that it depends on any Thing. Thus that Seh- 
exiſience which I'm ſpea of abſolutely 
Neceſſary to the Godhead : For where there is a n- 
ceſſary Exiſtence, there mult be a 3 I de- 
eee Is wel wayne by the Sagacious Rea- 


Again, this is prov'd from the Co-erernal Exiſtence 
of both the Father and the Son. What is Eternal 
hath no Beginning or Cauſe, and what hath no Cauſe 
muſt be of itſelf, or of none. Thus God the Father 
1s of Himſelf, and His Son being Eternal and with- 
out any Cauſe, is likewiſe Self-exiſtent : For theſe two 
go together, and are i 
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f he awns at laſt *, Tam Filius vita eft fonſque 


alas Truly, ſaith he, if we attentively re; 
this Author, we ſhall find that this only is Ni: nean le 
ing, that the Son, as He is efentially God, is Seliiſ 
— — and tht only as He is a Pon Hors fo ha 
His Father, which For tho the Fathers ar 
Councils moſt trul | affert that He is God ” 
the Word God Perſonally, as it bot B 
the Perſon of the Father and of the Son, yet t 
Son, as He is eſſentially that is, as He Ws 1 
that one moſt fimple Being which is is nll, ; 
from any other, becants as Ke is fiach, He is an abſq 
lute Being. It this be all that the Hereticks cal ; 
Autotbeans, intend, we have no reaſon to qu: 
with them. 
| . Au-, the dual, * Is \ 
fickle, repugnant to elf, for aſſerts ar 
denies it. with the ſame breath, and quotes the rey: 
r Wie: 
He 
dt o 
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their Words, and repreſent their Senſe: 
— 2 and induſtriouſly i 


140 


vinitatis oy How, The Son is Life, and the Fou 
- tain of as well as the Father. een. 
I don't _— or the mere Word itſelf, 41% 
becauſe it may be underſtood in a different meaniniff D 
(as Biſhop Pearſon hath ſhew'd) but only as tis tak ati 
NN the eſſential Sub lane of the Son of ad 
I may juſtly Hey the uſe of it. And tid p 
ancient Writers of the Church were not afraid of th 
Word, for 'AJ&4ims is attributed to the Three PW diſt 
ſons in the Trinity by Diony/aus the Areopagite it 
be an Author to be attended to, De Div. 
cap. 11. Al. is applied to the Son by Ori | 
cont. Cell. lid 2 2 cont. Eunom. lib. 2. — 


2 es 5 755 J. rc = th 
ke * Bull 
guage wh Jene Neatericks, We 
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of it, and with good Reaſon, for 
bo heb on the Seer 
r indeed it is the ſame with it: So 
ae 1 heve at the n Tio e toad ale 


1 .. on, That the 
i Ioferiour to the Father, is His Som, ſo I 
annot concurr with that ther miſtaken Notion, 


Wo He is God, bur not as He is God's Son, 
ae to be an unſourid and 
uines the very Nature of Frliatron, and the Divinity 
the Son which attends it: For if this Sentiment 
revails, we muſt hold that the Son is Gad as to His 
ſence, but He is not God as to His Perſon, that is, 
He is the Son 

open a wide to Arianiſm, it is hard to tell 
* 2 for if the 8on be not God, as he is the 
and Eſſential Son of God, then all that hath 


CORTE epi 
e as ſuch, © re, t 
| — Fer db. Len beten in the 
nnity, He i from none as a Ceaſe or Origin If 
it be, we proclaim Him to be a Creature, - And I 
d that ſome of the Fathers, tho at other Tunes 


„ Or Is. 


But I-muſt declare that I underſtand it not in that © 
enſe and Meaning which ſome impute to Calvin, for 


Poſition, pron it 


God, which Doctrine, if it doth | 
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; can't truly be ſaid to exiſt of himſelf? ] deſire theſe 


ol the Son, * [Life, (ſaith he) is otherwiſe in God 


- queſtionableDodrine of the Chriſtian Faith, that the 


Motion, but our very Being from God; but can we 
think that there is no difference as to this thing be- 
"tween God the Son and ur? If the Creatures re- 
ceive their Being from him, is it not ſu that 
Chriſt, who is very God, hath his Being {o as to di 

inguiſn him from all Created Beings ? For this is 
the great difference between the Creator and a Crea- 
ture ; that the former ſubſiſts of himſelf, the latter 
on the Creator. The Learned Biſhop Pearſon being 
convinced of this, fi thus, but at the ſame time 
deſtroys all that he had ſaid againſt the Self-exiſtence 
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than in the Creatures; in him originally, in them 
derivatively; in him as in the Fountain of abſolute 
Perfection, in them by of Dependance and Par- 
oy and becauſe this is the Notion of a Creature to 
be from another. And he adds, + | This is the un- 


3 * 


vaſt capacious Frame of the World, and every 
contained in ir Eck met in Feng ef r or it kf 
nor is of Exiſtence abſolutely neceſſary, but it was 
Framed and Conftituted by another.] 
If then it be the ition of a Creature, and Inti 
of the whole | ths frm Creation that it hath its; 
rw} = er and not from it ſelf, doth not 
this Author, according to his own Conceiſions, make 
the Son of God a Creature, whilſt he aſſerts that he 
is not from himſelf, but from another, as the cauſe 
of him? And is this fitting Language, that God 
the Father is the Cauſe and Autbor of all Things and 
Perſons, and larly of God the Son > Doth 
not this make the Son and all other Beings equal as to 
their Original? Or doth it ſound like Truth and Rex 
ſon that he who gives Being to all things, had him 
his Being ſo derived to him from another that he 


things may be calmly conſider d by the Reader, that 
he may not entertain any Notion that is unworthy 
of him who is the true Aud as to my fell, | 


Dr. Clarke's Scripture- Dodrine of the Fa = 


tefire to mention theſe things with that Reve- 
rence and Submiſhon that becomes me. * 


in my Animadverfions on Dr. Clarke's Scripture · Do- 


tion of the Self-exiffence of the Son; but I underſtand 
ince that ſome wall nat own this place of Scripture 
to be of any Validity to confirm that Truth, for 
they object that the Senſe of that place which I af: 
gn d doth not agree with the Contexe, eſpecially with 


for the Readers Aria (beſides what I have done 
tefore to clear the Senſe of theſe Words) go back to 


occaſion'd by the Fews finding 
auſe he — a Diſeaſed Man on the Sabbath-day, 


Qviour thus replied, _ worketh hitherto, and 
work, v. 17. As to ſay, Tho my Father 
ho Inſtituted and Sanctifted the Sabbath · day reſted 
from the Works of the Creation on that Day; 


ation, reſt from the Works of Preſervation and Pro- 
dence, of Mercy and Charity; and therefore I am 
ot to be blamed for Curing the Impotent Man on 


that Day. 
the Jews ſought the more to kill him, not 


W 

ow} — be had broken the Sabbath,(as they thought) 
= ſaid alſo that God was his Father, (vrieg I 
bis own proper Father) making bimſelf equal wit 
bod, v. 18. as if the Nlulphemp lay in this, (fuppo- 
ing theſe Perſons knew not the Myſtery of the 
Irmity) that there were Two Gods. But it is ra- 
ther probable that the Jews had learn d that 12 
Meſfiar was to be of the Fenn 


ather, ks Ach | 
88e Hs Mark 14. 4 * 


F 
that Query of the 
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I proceed to that Text, John 5. 26. As the Fe. 
ther hath life in himſelf, Zane 
have life in himſelf ; which words I have already 


Frine, &c.) ſhew'd to be a clear and thining Atteſta- - 


the immediately preceding words. Wherefore I will 
the beginning of our Saviour's Diſcaurſe, (which wag 
fault with him, be- 


5.16. To which Exagtion of theirs aguinl himous, | 


neither he, nor I, who am his Sen by Eternal Gove» 
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rho the Uf - he Son of the Blaſſed ? To which 
Chrift anſwer'd, T am; whereupon the High-prieft aui 
= = le condenin'd him to be guilty of Death; that 
of Blaſphemy, which deſerves Death, becauſe he 
Nerf praſcſid him to be the Sm of - God, which is the 
fun + fame with bein Got. * Selden- and t: Pocock 
138 in this ing, That the Jes holding the MGf 
14% ſias to be the Son of God, held that he was Gad, 
batur, (ſc. thefe two the fame. And here by the bye we 
| — takẽ in St. ins k on this 18th Verſe, 
— . 1 That a Jew exceeds an Arian in this part of the 
* mpiam CT eed, he believing the Son of God to be equal with 
S 
— Dei the Fews did not believe our C vin to bo the Meſfias, 
aud ip;, therefore they voted what he ſaid, (vis. That he was 
baberetur the Son of Got) to be Blaſphemy, and therefore 
e worthy of Death. And now the Few: are enrag'd 
were DE more than before, becauſe he not only prophaned 
wn ſe be the Sabbath, but hof Blaſphemouſly claim d a Ti- 
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jure — tle to the Deity, © 
& Gent. 
1 R. einde R. pita ts illus meus] Ff / 


— 
chriſt um filium Dei, dei, & Pa;ri fuo EOS Na Miſcellan Ls 


48. in Johan. 
As to this latter Charge, our Saviour anſwer'd in 
e following words, Veril ** I Tf9 unto you, The 
n can do not bim of himſelf, be 5 tbe 
Father do; for what things « ans be doth, theſe alſo 
. doth the Son likewiſe, Gr. 8wslvc, in the like manner, 
v. 19. that is, e Father and Son heing one and 
the ſame Deity, their Actions are the ſame, — 
perfectly joyn in all they do. So that theſe wo 
were ſpoken by Chriſt on purpoſe to prove his D- 
vinity, which the Fews refuſed to own. I know 
the words may be underſtood of Chriſt's Hui 
Nature, and in that Acception the Son is Su 
nate to the Father; but the generglity of the — 
ent Writers of tue Chriſtian Church ret the 


words concerning tus Divine EE 
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ther in all things by that moſt abſolute Meni 
* them both. 

It fe u. 20. For tha Father loveth. 
and ſbeweth hi 
ew him greater 
wl ; 8 
"thts b yea, 
municate all thi 
ſhall be diſcover d further to you by 1 
than you have had yet, and theſe create in 
you 2 greater Aſteniſhment than this wonderful 
Cure of the Man who had been diſeaſed thirty eight 
Years hath done; for the Cure of Men's Souls far 
excceds that of their Bodies, 

7 —— it follows, v. 21. For av the 17 
— the Dead, — quickneth them, even ſa the 

2 On which words St. G- 
ee he gc or f 
Nr, 'See Ky of t 
with the Father is plainly demonſtrated in theſa 
words, for both — in the fone great Wick 
& the Spiritual Reſurrection they raiſe and make 
alrve (Cern α wbom they will; which latter words 
mulently thew that this place 1s not meant, __ 
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leaſt not wholly) of the Bodily Reſurrection of the 
Dead, for that be General and Univerſal; where- 
as this Expreſſion lets us know that here is meant 
that Reſurrection and making Alive, wherein the 
Father and the Son ſhew their particular Pleaſure 
_- 1 — — —— the other, 

is ifing up and Quickni Bodies of 
Men at the laſt Day; for I conceive that what our 
Saviour ſaith in this part of the Chapter, (as in ſome 
pels) admits of a double mean- 
Spiritual and Corporeal 
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For the Father 
zed all to the don, v. 22. That is, another 
Proof of the greater things ſpoken of before by me is 
the Judging of —— — 6 _ 

ice being put into my at | 

| that 8 one Will, 


Power and Work. | 

That all Moen ſbould bonour the Son, even. as they 
honour - the Father, He that honoureth not the Son, 
bonoureth not the Father who hath ſent bim, v. 23. 
This — I have been ſpeaking of is a ſuſ- 
ficient for your paying the ſame Adoration to 
me the Son that you to 4. and there- 
fore you who pretend to give Divine Honour to God 
the Father, but deny it to me, do in effect deny it to 
8 I e that beareth 

Verih, verily, I ſay unto t 
wid ee on ee, — 
fe, and not come into Condemmation, but 
pe from Death unto Life, v. 24. J moſt ſolem 
tell you that this which I declare now to you is 
great a Truth that your Eternal Welfare depends up- 
on „ 1 to it, and embracing it. « 
Vierih, . The bau is 2 ba 
now is, when the dead ſtall bear the voice of the Son of 
God, and theythat hear fhall live, v. 25. Thats, of 
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Reader, who weighs the whe 
preceding Context, will diſcern that the 26th Ve 
i; to be expounded 4 chat is, by the 
Conroxt. 

And ſo the ing of the words is this f as if 
Saviour had faid, You 2 that 
_ felf equal with that 
| ' for the Son of God muſt of the 
— Big Nature with the Father, and therefore & 
with him. ' Beſides, this is manifeſt i 
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var Operations; we 
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4 dale that ve Brita Dead | 1 hoſ 
that are Bodily Dead; in the World, in 


ring Divine Honour to be given to us both alike 
Tete are plain Demonſttati ns of my being equal 
the Fut ber, Which was the t . was It 
piouſty and Blaſphemouſly d by me. 
how, laſt of all, I will let you into the thue Rea 0 
and Ground ot this Truth which I have been 
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38 A Supplement to the Animadverſions = 
And, beſides, we ſhall find that this is agrecablet! 
to the Style of this inſpired Writer, which may ſerve i ſu 
as a Key to this Text: The Son is call'd the Word off ti 
Life, and that Eternal Life which was with the Father, N 
bn r. 2. Again, in bim was Life, 1 th 
and Fobn 6. 57. The living Father bat ont ne,, 
eu n Ince « 

fe, Acts 3. 15. is a quickning, or enliveningll e 
— 1 Cor. 15. 45. he is ſtyled 4 27, ille wiven; I th 
. 1, 18. All which Expreſſions, (taken in their * 
Juſt Latitude) confirm the meaning of Chriſt's h- 
ving Life in himſelf. ir 
I could add that there is a great Conſent of the !Y 
Abvcients as to this Senſe of the words. Arhanaſm n 
gives this Reaſon why the Son is call'd by him 
Ot *Aulegss, *Aulearidoe, Kc. * O le wile 1d 4, G. 
cont. Gent. % edis d, YureHie v u. He is all theſe, not 
f et 


by Participation, or Adventitious - Acceſhon- from 
without, but he poſſeſſes all theſe from himſelf. - u 
& TH Halti? Alder, 73 'Adnrdle, T3 Ad, in x; fel ti 
ed poet dx5>yder. As there is Eternity, ity, 
and Perpetuity of Life in the Father, ſo we are to 
have the ſame Thoughts concerning the Son. Thus 
the ſame Author interprets John 5. 26. (the Text 
which is now before us) in his Diſputation in the 
hat Ls in bin Be. Gil this expreſs the 
fe in bruſelf, &c. It | 

Senſe of them, Ex ir a mv Le n une 
alrxuxgibyjur, quonie IN warn ivvragy uy T6 , Y d 
rey. Oo Nr Exe MN Ti, mr Gui. En 
wt &y Aura NC d de, wowdhe; N is dil Th (ov; 
n 38, Lua, gem ut 6r. Ex. Tom ws iF vn Ala 
ode du, ir dau Thy dhe x2. vorier Sas, That 
is, the Father bath Life in himſelf, which is not A.- 
cititious and Adventitious, but ſuch as is Naturally 
in him, and is the eſſential Fruit of his Deity. At 
ter the ſame manner he hath given to the Son to 
to have Life in lumſelt, But will ſay, How 

call 


EE EERrREGESPITESSDSSS 


* wy 
8 * 
SY 


= 7 


E = 


11 


- 


LAS 
- 


S AS NSA —— 98 


Al 


— 


Dr. Clarke's Scrĩpture-Doctrine of the Trinity. 9 
can the Son who hath receiv'd his Life from his Fa- 
ther have it eſſentially in himſelf? The plain An- 
ſwer is, That the San being naturally from the Fa- 
5 
80 a e interprets t ext 
the ſame manner in his Theſaurus, Aſert. 14. that 
2 be — it of the Son's having Liſe in 
I Naturally. On theſe words, 
755 rap $7: T live by the Faber, he Comments 
thus, O Cons Ths auf dri wiroy 6s Raw of bie, ANA 
la eden Gol, os on dd Tis ale gde worn @ ad 
ax x eic. The Son doth not te of Lite 
from any other, but he rather hath his Late natural- 
ly, as he is begotten of the Father, who alſo is Lite 


With reſpe&t to thoſe words, He bath groen 70 
Hn to have Life in himſelf ; tis ſaid by * St. Een, 
In vita nature & eſſentia ſigni fenifcatio oft, eft, freut 12 
betur, ita data eſſe docetur . 
meant Nature and Eſſence, which, as A 8 W poſi by 
— ſo tis ſaid to be given to him. St. Augu- 

lains the giving to the Son to have Life in him. 4 
71 thus, + Non — ſed in m— 0, uon + Serm. s. 
enim nos habemus vitam in nobiſmet i in Deo in 5 Johan. 
naſtro; ille autem Pater vitam in ſet t, & ra- . 

t Filium qui babuit vitam in ſei 0, ut non 
oret vita particeps, ſed ipſe vita eſſet. It is not by 
Participation, but by Raving it in himſelf, for we 
indeed have our Life in God, and not in our ſelves; 
but the Father hath Life in himſelf, and hath begot- 
ten ſuch a Son as hath Life in himſelf, that he might 
not be a partaker of Life, but that he himſelf ſhould 
be Life. So that we ſee the Father's giving to the 
Son to have Life in himſelf, doth not alter the gr? 
ture of Self-Life, or — it leſs than the Se/f-Life of 
the Father. I will conclude wath-the words of a 
great Divine of our own, I Whatſoever, faith he, 
Chrift bath common.to bim with his He 


the be given bim, but Natwally 3 
Jans of neceſity nf be grom . Ne 
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| given, yet it is as Natural and Efſentaal. to 
— — | 
Thus I have finiſh's the main of what I intended; 
I hembly offer this, as the true Refolntion oi the 
preſem that the Second Perſtm in the Iri- 
nity is ſo from Ins Father that he in from himſelf, and 
that "tis not the Father's Prerogative alone to be from 
Deſenſ. hirnſelſ. And this isfno new Doctrine, * for Biſhop Bul 
Selk. 4. or retiree con" gg ian of o ky 
06k Tor Te na aur i, i mR de 
* nalel, that the Son had Lit. and Subfiſ 
of hae, 25 well as the Father. This, AY 
doubt, ther with the Non-ſubordination which 
is 4 apprehenfion which we 
the Father and the Son, 


receiv'd. But we 
ſee that thoſe Great Men who teem'd to diſlike, yet 
at other times approve of it; and 1 have ſhew'd 
that it harh a firm and ſure Foundation in the Reafonof 
Mankind, and that it is likewiſe founded on expreſs 
Seripture,and the lawful Conſequences drawn thence. 
And I take this to be the beſt way — 
our ſelves againſt the Arian and Socinians 
whom we now contend, who aſſert the Father to be 
the oh Ged : Which Poſition we muſt needs 
tavourand approve of, if we hold the Son to be Sub- 
o, :; for it he be ſo, it is implied that there is 
one above him, and therefore he can't be Supreme. 
Beſides, what is Smhordinare to another thing or er- 
ſon, is pot e with'it : Equa- 
are incompatible ; wherefore ii we hold the 
Subordinate to the Father, we muſt 
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and eftabliſh their we mult declare that 
the Son is not Subordinate to the Father, is not di- 
ſtinguiſh d from him as to Abſolute Ind. 


ardinate. i 
rehenſion) Depreſs and 

Sonof God, we debaſe the Infinite Exce 
our Lord, who is the A— Ifa. 9. 6. = 
true God, 1 John 5. 20 great God, Tit. 2. 15 
the only. we God, Jude a5. v. the God over 
Rom. 9. 5. All winch czech Titles and — 
butes him to be in all reſpects of equal 
— —_— 
— The Arians may mY laugh at the 
Attem them, whilſt 
le = 
Doctrine on its own Runes. R 
Write or Preach in Defence of Swbordrnation, 
me to deſert the Cauſe they pretend to uphold, 
dive it up to the Adverſary. — — till 
this Notion right, we i port nt — 
lee at ben of 8 J. 
un into Hearbhemiſb Po 
* 3 
Numes's, into 2 & 
— perfect 
M chisand the that I have premis 
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| have edvanc'd will readily be embraced,” and us 
ball not dream of an Interior and Subordiuate Deity. 
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4 to us; what the Apoſtles left us by Tradition, 
« what the Rd fa the 
4 This is the Faith which is Engraven on the 
« Hearts of the Faithful, and if an Angel ſhould 
come from Heaven, and teach the contrary, let 
him be Accurſed.] | 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


Learned Gentleman of Celebrated W and I ha 
a great lover of our Church, having , in Po 
his Life of Biſhop Bull, done me the honour to take I thi 
notice of ſome Paſſages in my late Auimadverſions on 
Dr. Clarke's Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, I am 
engag'd to make ſome Returns to him for ſo great a 
Favour. —. —— igi r 
tempt to ate the ont 7 
ments which I had offer'd inſt the Subor dination, 
or Inferiority of the Second Perſon in the Trinity, 
And to ſhew himſelf Impartial in his Kindneſs, be f 
is ſo fayourable and complaiſant as not to examine 
any of the Fathers whom I nam'd on this Occaſion; 
he paſſes over with profound Silence my Teſtimony 
out of St. Oils firſt Dialogue, Ouæ ge N or 
uarmy md Tide} 72 Ti Tlelgbni)@- Grous, that is, the 
Name of Ferber in the Trinity is not a Title of Dig: 
nity and Pre-eminence, ſo that thence we ſhould be 


able to interr the Superiority of God the Father tc 
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Aut of Divine Fliation ; cet is, the Son is inferior 5 
de the Father as he is his Som from How th 
then can he with any ſhew of Reaſon apply the-fore of 
Rid Diftinttion-to the Matter in hand? = Ln co 
Lou will ſay, tho' hen the Second Ber H 


fon to be Tniferior to his Father as to his Filation, or 
Derivution fromthe Father, yet he holds him nottobe 
Inferior as to His Natwe or Subſtance, Bat T have 
en this to be an unin and weonfiſtert 

for if the Sen Hath his Mature ana 
dem the Father, as be ir hin Bon, chen we can't fin» 
fe him to be Inferior to the Father as l. ts bes Sex. 
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_ ing. lun de wus the Bon of God che Father. 1 
Jome vf the Fathers, for there were others that 
| 2 — anſl hom Mr. Nelſon, 

well as his Friend) ouglit to have conſul 
ry I will mention one of 2 af them, 
Clement of Alexandria, who in his Procreptick hati 
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4 POSTSCRIPT. 63 
theſe remarkable Words, p. 68. concerning the Se- 
cond Perſon in the Trinity, He is, faith he, 4 @«@+ | 
459 N, 5 pars mal irs Seve, + Ty as Tor hay 
iron etc, zu ar rede 1 1. e. the Divine Word is melt 
truly, and manifeſtly God with the Lord of 
the Univerſe, becauſe He was is Son. The reverſe. 
of which is what Mr. Nelſon affirms, That the Se- 
een ade Father becauſe He is 

This worthy Gentleman concludes thus, « It is 
more than a little obſervable, that even thoſe ve- 
* ry Ancients which by Dr. Edwards are tax d for 
* having miſled into —_ the moſt Eminent Di- 
vines of this laſt do abundantly herein clear 
« themſelves, aroording to the — which he 
himſelf hath given us of them, at the very Time 
* that he js diſputing the Theſis of the Son's 
* Soboardmation. For it muft be qwned that he 
* hath bravghe out of them ſeveral illuſtrious Teſtt- 
«* monies, which ſhew, that notwithſtanding they 
« afferted the ſame Subordination with the S twa 
great Men of our Church (Pearſon and Bulli) yet 
7 never aſſerted it ſo as to deny that Supremacy 
* which belongs to the Son, — — bac hp a 
And thus Charge of Dr. Edwards, 
1 the Primitive F 228 
Ground”, In which Words this Writer runs all 
upon falſe Bottoms, and ſeems not to intend an Anſwer, 
but an Evaſion. For the Report which I baus given of , . 
the Ancients, contains of that Nature w — 
he afhrms, 20d the ill the illuſtri eftumones brought by me Neaxyimx ac 
out the Ancients, ee foe tht thy no fore ſolebat ab 
ed the Son's Subordination fo 2 205 oy oy oy ee, Carholici 
'tis well known, and is plai by onfely Bi- 6 ini Ge 
| _ that the ancient 0 1. the jor —— m_ 
whom es, of Diſſinction D 
Firſt Perton in the I as the Gyms God. He ex- — 
preſsly grants that * the Catholicks in the ancient Def. fd. 
lunes ſtyled God the Father the Supreme, or God over Nic Sc 1. 
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All, by way of difference from God the Son: 
* Seft. 4. * afterwards, he owns that not only the Ante-Nicene 
cap. i. Fathers, but thoſe that follow'd them, call'd the F 

ther the Supreme God, Jiaueſſiuse, by way of Diftin- 
Gion. And the learned Biſhop Pearſon in expreſ: 
I Expoſici- Terms, acknowledges that + | the Supreme over All] 
on on the was ordinarily by the Ancients taken for the Father, 
Cre'd, Thus tis evident, that what Mr. Nelſon with ſome 
l.. Ft aſſurance deliver d err the Ancients, - and the 
y two great Men of our Church hath no Ground, no Founda- 
tionat all, but is directly contrary to what they them- 
ſelves acknowledge. Beſides, it any of the Ancients 
have ſaid that the Son is the Sypreme God, and yet 
hold Him to be Subordinate, all that can be ſaid, is, 
that they are inconſiſtent with themſelves: How is 
it then, That the Ancients do abundantly clear them- 
ſelves, and that my Charge againſt the Pibop fell to 
the Ground ? An intelligent would rather think 
that it is held up and _—_— by . Reaſon and 
Teſtimony, and even of * Biſhop Bull himſelf ſome- 
— times. i * 
"p,. I would not ſay one Syllable to derogate the 
— — real Worth of 12 Lamel Prelate, for he was cer- 
efſe aliquo tainly a very great Man, and Mr. Nelſon hath taken 
reſpettu —— Pains to let the World know it: Not but that 
_ had a Tinfure of Humane Infirmity, as this his 
Def fd N. —— — freely tells us, who hath much ado to 
Secl. 2. car. — the Biſhop off, as to what he had ſaid of Ge- 
3 neral Councils, and the Nicene particularly, and to 
reconcile it with the One and Twentieth Article of our 
Church. To conclude, I am glad to find that this 
learned Gentleman hath no more to ſay againſt me 
for my oppoſing the Doctrine of Subordination. It 
appears from his Way of managing this Cauſe, that 
he is a generous and yielding Adverſary, and ſcorns 
to be a Slave to his Hypotheſis. 
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Heretofore took notice in General, of Dr. Clarke's 
perverting the geuuine Senſe of the Liturgy of 
our where it relates to the Holy Trini- 
ry : I will now enter upon ſome Particulars, and 
I am ſorry I muſt be forc'd to obſerve there, the 
Doctor's Diſingenuity and want of Sincerity. 
In Part 3. Chap. 1. Sect. 1. He pretends to pro- 
duce the Paſſages wherein the Fatber 1s ſtyled the One 
or only God; and he could find but two places in our 
whole Lage where this Style is uſed; however, tor 
lhew-ſake, this makes up his Firſt whole Section. But I 
Uk him whether he was not obliged, if a Man of In- 
tegrity, to produce in the ſame Place, and at the 
ſame Time, thoſe Paſſages in our Liturgy, where the 
whole Trinity, or at leaſt the Father and the Son are 
call'd the One God: As in the Athanafian Creed, One 
God in Trinity: They are nat Three Gods, but One 
God. In the Litany, Three Perſons and One God. 
In the Collect on the Third Sunday in Advent, Who . 
lweſt and reigneſt with, the * and the Holy Ghoſt, 
2 ever 
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ever One God. In the Firſt Sunday in Lent, Wh» 
liveſ and reigneft with the Father and the Holy Ghoſt, 
One God. Collect for Aſcenſion Day, /o lveth and 
reigueth with Thee and the Holy Ghoſt, One God, The 
Communion, Who with Thee and the Holy Gboſf li. 
veth and reigneth ever One God. Confirmation, Who 
with Thee and the Holy Ghoſt liuetb and reigneth ever 


One God. Collect on Whitſunday, Who liveth and 


reigneth with Thee in the Unity of abe ſums Spirit, One 
God. In the Ordination da One God in Perſom 
Three. —— Co<equal Three in Ge. Thus there ate 
numerous Teſtimonies in our Liturgy "againſt the 
Doctor's profeſs'd Poſition, That the Father is the 
the One only True God. It had therefore been fair 


and juſt to have produced thoſe two other ſingle Ex- 


reſſions and theſe ſeveral ones together, that the 
Reader's Eye might be upon both at once, and fo it 
would have been 225 to be deluded by this 
Writer, for then it would have been plainly ſeen that 
our Church in the forecited es, owns and 2 
feſſes that the Three Perſons are the One God. This 


being expreſsly aſſerted by our Church, it could ne- 
ve 


r have been expected that a Man of Senſe and 
Reaſon, unleſs ſtrongly byaſs d, could read thoſe ſe- 
veral plain Expreſſions, and yet not he convinc d that 
it 1s the firm Senſe of our Church, that the Son and 
_ Ghoſt are as truly Gud as the Father. 

endeavours afterwards, Chap. 2. to interpret 
ſome of thoſe forecited Paſſages ſo as to make them 
ſpeak his own Senſe, but he wretchedly faulters in 
this Attempt, as the intelligent Reader will be ſatis- 
fied, when I have told him what Shift; he makes uſe 
of to miſtepreſent that Orthodox Doctrine fo often 


expreſs'd by our Church in her Publick ers, - 
namely, That the Father, Son and Holy Ghoft are 


(One God: This, faith le, is acknowledged in Opprfutt- 

on to Jews and Heathens, p. 426. and ſo Chriftian 

Men have nothing to do with it. Surely the * 
| tlun 
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hinks he deals with very ſhallow People, 
Ts . 
it not evident that our 


when 


— add dame 
— of the Fourth C 
declared that the Firſt Perſbn in the 
Trinity is the Gol, and that theether — 
improperly called Gods? This is the Truth of the 
matter, ———  _——— 
wbtertuges, he would not have mention d Jews and 
Heathens only in the preſent Caſe, who are much 
more than the Avian, who profeſs Chrifti- 
mity, but deny the Divinity of its Author. 
Again, when our Church in her ſolemn Devotions 
knowledges the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt to be 
r . — — 
; | Diving of the Sen od of ths Holy Gb is #0 
ber than what is communicated to chem from the Fa 


ve | 
ng the Three dart ade, —— — 
— that there is a neceſity of und | 
t thus, It is amaz1 to ſee how —— 
Table Parts and Abilities, can ſuffer his Mind to 
xe ſuch Not ions as theſe, and can have the confi- 
we to 1npoſe them as it there 
re ſomething of weight in them z whereas, if we 
ould c Le dis * nothing is meant here by dur 
than t nee 

— Divinity from t e Father, to the Son and Ho- 
Ghoſt, this alone is enough to prove that they are 
God: Yes certainly, tor if the other Perſons 
ve communicated to them the ſame Divine Eſſence 
at the Father hath, the undeniable 8 of 
s muſt be, that they are the ſame = 
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and the Doctor himſelf hath over and over again 
acknowledged that the Father hath communzce- 
ted His Divinity to the other Iwo Perſons; How 
then can he with any the leaſt ſhew of Reaſon, 
= r One God in the proper and ſtrict- 
xenie ? 3 0+ 1 "9s 
The Doctor ſtrains a third Time to evade the Senſe 
of the Catholick Church, and of our own Church 
— when they 2 that the Three Per- 
ons in the Trinity are One God. The Senſe, he 
faith, is, That as a Father is a Maſter of his own 
Houſe, aud a Son and Heir in his Fathers Howſe of bis 
own Building, is Maſter of the ſame Houſe, and yet 
there is — but one Maſter, viz, The Father Build. 
ing the "ſe, and governing it by bis Son; ſo tho” the 
Son is in Scripture expreſsly flyled (God, and both the 
Son and Holy Ghoſt are repreſented as exerciſing Divine 
Power and Authority, yet nevertheleſs (ſeeing all the 
Power and Autbority is originally in the Father) there 
is properly ſpeaking, but One God, viz. the Father, go- 
verning all Things' by His Son, and by his Holy Spirt, 
p. 435, Here the r runs very low and dreggy, 
and ſcarcely maintains the Character of an ordinary 
Penman. Defnning of eſfecting any oo F 
8 Avenment, he flies to a Vile, but miſe- 
rably ſpoils and marrs it, and is not able to make 1 
come up to his Deſign; and indeed how can he 
when he boldly makes an Earthly Father the Patten 
of the Heavenly one? As a Father and his Son are bot 
Maſters of the ſame Houſe, and yet the Father on! 
is properly Maſter z even fo in the Trinity there 
but one Father, and that Father 1s the only God 
Ri ſinu teneati; © 
Every Thing in this Compariſon is faulty: And. 
firſt, a Father's Building a Houſe, and yet then being 
' Maſter and no Maſter ot it, is a Dream and a Fancy 
a Chimerical Invention of the Doctor; again 
nothing in the former part of the Compariſon is au 
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ſwered by what is in the latter, neither after nor 
Houſe, nor Son, are parallel with the Eternal God and 
His Eternal Son, and the Holy Ghoſt 
from both : Beſides, it is wholly Unſcriptural to make 
the Son of God only a Depuy,, and Vice- \ 
whereas, we are inform'd from thoſe Sacred Wri- 
tings, that Chriſt Himſelf, in His own Perfon, is 
the great Ruler and Governour of His Houſe, the 
Church. Further, the Doctor forgot what the Apo- 
ſtle ſaith, The Heir as long as be is a Child (a Minor) 
differeth nothing from a Servant, tho be be Lord of all, 
but is under Tutors and Governours untill the Time 
pointed of the Father, Gal. 4. 1. &c. Nor is he Lord 
of the itance till after bis Father's Death. It 
will. gravel the Doctor to make any tolerable Appli- 
cation of theſe Things to the Son and Heir in bis Fa- 
ther's Houſe, whom he talks of, and vainly and pro- 
phanely with the Son of God: But what 
680 not do to prop up (as he ſancies) his beloved 
inion? | 1265 
ives us à proof of his ſtrange 
ng 2 meaning (he ſaith) of theſe 
Words, Three Perſons and One God, . muft be, That 
the Power and Drvine Authority of each of the Three 
Perſons in their ſeveral Operations, being diſtinctiy ac- 
knowledged, there is yet nevertheleſs but One God, — viz. 
God the Father Almighty, p. 455. For a Spphiſter this 
1s commendable and brave enough; but tor a grave 
Profeſſor of Divinity, it is ridiculous and to be hiſsd 
at. For how could it come into any Man's Thoughts, 
that when our Church expreſsly profeſſes her Belief 
of Three Perſons and One God, the only Thing that 


g's to be underſtood by it, is, That She acknowledges 


the Power and Divine Authority of each of the 

Three Perſons, without owning them to be One Gad? 

Any one that hath read the other Parts of our Li- 

turgy, and particularly what I produced before, can» 

dot but know what is meant here, that is, = — 
Churc 


= F — of be Liturgy of our Chureb "= 


affirms the Father, Son and Holy 


the Poon of the B 
which our Church pate up 


we beſroch thee 1 ber w, 
| of od, Bee. O Chr, . 
upon xs, O Son V1 


id, on us * 
and ever vouchſafe to bear 5067 Ferber 
OChrift, graciomſiy hear w, O Lord Cbri. In t. 

— O Lird, the only 
Chriſt, O Lord God, Lamb of God, Sn 
the ather, that _— the Sins of the Wor 
baue Mercy npon us. that takeff away the hn: 
the World, Fr ay Upon us. _ that _— 
the Sins of tbe World, receiue aur 
ee e 
upon us. The Vatan of the Sick, cg Pau 
r ur; Our Lord Feſus Chriſt of bis gr 
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which I believe the 2 ſhonld 
take Pains to confute. nothing but groſs Far- 
tialiry, and I had almoſt Infatuation, could in- 
ſpire a Man with ſuch — ſo imperi 
nent and ſo ſilly. 

Can the Doctor himſelf think, that he proves his 
Point citing the Collect on St. Simon and 
Day, O Almighty God, who baff built thy 
the Foundation of { the e nl and 1 
Chriſt Himſelf being the 
follow — that the Father a6 05 is the — God? I 


Catch, Ther is, be unites and 
Gentiles into one happy 
is the of 


Screy and Budding, which 
meaning Text? The Doctor hath been 

a een Ab 8 
And was he quite Awake when he hook d in thoſe ve 


two Collects, the ene in the proper Preface on 


Chriff- 
, Becanſe thou di eſus Chri 
—.— — Bon, te: | 4 ne bot Prayer of * 


2 thy tender 8 di 4 = 
para Teſs 3 er Death? 
ſwade himſelf, that the Father in the Divine 


Oeconomy, eue Chriſt to be Born, and to ſuffer as 
. therefore Chriſt is His Infe- 
riot as to the Divine Nature? ws 2 in gi- 
ung? By the ſame reaſoni prove that 
n u Inferiour, to it dee . mor 
once ſaid that He gave Himſelf He gave Him- 
If for our Sins, Gal. 1. He gow Hine 4 
Tit. 2. 14. He gave 12 bs the 
F. 2. _ If a Ranſom for al b 
1\Tun. 2. 6. 
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